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INTRODUCTION

Description of Report

This is the second annual end-of-year report summarizing
che multiple efforts of administrators, teachers, and students
in the Los Angeles Unified School District on behalf of children
whose primary language is not English. It documente the dis-
trict's compliance with the Supreme Court's decision for nation-

al origin minority children in Lau v. Nichols.

Following this introduction, the report is organized into
chapters corresponding to the major chapters in the district's
Lau Plan: Identification and Assessment; Elementary Programs;
Secondary Programs; Special Education Programs; Staffing Activi-
ties; Staff Development Program; Community Involvement Program;
Administrative Organization and Supportive Mon‘‘.oring; Counsel-
ing and Psychological Services; Other Support Services; and
Evaluation.

The narrative chapters are followed by appendixes containing
tables of numerical details referenced in the text, a reader's
glossary of special terms and acronyms, and forms and instruc-

tions used in gathering data.
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Description of District

The Los Angeles Unified School District is the second lars-
est public school system in the United States. Territorv served
by the district includes the 464 square miles of the Citv of Los
Angeles and the seven cities of Cudahy, Gardena, Huntington Park,
Lomita, Maywood, San Fernando, and Vernon. Portions of 18 other
cities and unincorporated county areas fall within district
boundaries. The cities of Boston, Cleveland, Denver, Detroit,
Milwvaukee, Philadelphia, Providence, and Washington would fit
within the margins of the district.

The district's regular school enrollment in Kindergarten
through Crade 12 was approximately 671,000 when counted in
October 1979. This figure was nearly half (447) of the total
school enrollment for Los Angeles County, and approximately 13%
of the total enrollment in California public schools.

In 1979-80, the district operated 428 elementary, 75 junior
high, and 49 senior high schools, 42 continuation schools; 21
schools for handicapped; 5 opportunity schools; 54 magnet
schools and centers; 6 midsite schools; 27 communityv adult
schools; 5 regional occupational centers; and 1 regional occupa-
tional program center. In addition to these 712 schools the
district also operated 89 children's centers, 7 skills centers,
and 2 opportunity centers.

The district began the 1979-80 schrol year with 32 411

certificated and 25,564 classified employees. It also emploved

xii




4,782 certificated substitutes and 7,121 nonteaching substi-

tutes.

Project History

The Los Angeles Unified School District developed a Lau Plan
in response to the January 1974 Supreme Court decision in Lau v.
Nichols (414 U.S. 563). The response provides programs for stu-
dents of national origin minority, instructing them in English
as wvell as in their primary language.

A Lau Steering Ccmmittee was formed on April 7, 1978, with
district-wide representation from community, teachers, and ad-
ministrators. A Lau Task Force was formed with representation
from various district offices to prepare the district Lau Plan
and was comprised of seven working committees: Assessment and
Evaluation, Elementary Program, Secondary Program, Community
Involvement, Staff Development, Special Education, and Counsel-
ing and Psychological Services.

With the initiation of activities for Counseling and Psycho-
logical Services, Other Support Services, and Special Education
Programs in September 1979, all components of the Lau Plan were

operating.

xiii
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Chapter 1

Identification and Assessment

Goals

According to the Lau Plan, idenctification and assessment
procedures will identify national origin minority scudents from
non-Erglish language backgrounds, assess their educational needs,

and prescribe an appropriate educational program.

Design and Instruments for Evaluation

The plan for gathering data to measure component goals

called for descriptive statistics from 17 instruments:

Home Language Survey (HLS)

Since September 1978, a HLS has been used to identify

students from homes where a language other than English

is spoken. Available to schools in 15 languages, the

survey asks:

e Which language did your son or daughter learn when
he or she first began to talk?

e What language does your son or daughter most fre-

quently use at home?




e What language do you use most frequently to speak to

vour son or daughter?

Al

Basic Inventory of Natural Language (BINL)

e Students Who Are New Enrollees.

The BINL is a standardized individually administered
test of oral language proficiency. Within 30 davs of
enrollment in September, all students new to the dis-
trict who have a home language other than English take
the BINL to assess threir oral English. If they enroll
after the 30-day period, they must take the BINL within
10 days.

e Pupils Being Considered for Transition (Elementary Only).
NES/LES pupils being considered for transition to an
English-only program must take the BINL as ore of four
transition criteria (Lau Plan, pp. 55-57): (a) recom-
mendation by teacher; (b) identification as FES on BINL,
(¢c) score at or above the 16th percentile orn a standard-
ized test of reading and mathematics; and (d) recommen-
dation by local administrator after consultation with
parent and staff.

e Students Requiring Retesting.

A student may be reassessed within 10 days if the par-
ent, teacher, or school administrator expresses a rea-
sonable doubt about the accuracy of the language class-
fication. A retest must be administered and returned
to Research and Evaluation within 10 davs after receiv-

ing the student's first BINL results.




e Students to be Assessed with BINL in Primary Language.
The BINL is to be used as a diagnostic instrument in
the primary language component of a bilingual program,
Grades K through 12 (Lau Plan, pp. 48, 51). The BINL
is to be administered by the person responsible for
the student's primary language component. Identified
NES/LES students in bilingual programs must be tested

in their primary language in other curriculum areas.

Monitoring Forms.--In 1978-79, two forms were developed to

monitor the implementation of Lau programs in elementary and
junior high schools. Based on program changes and validity
checks, these forms were modified for use in all schools in 1971-
80. Community members served on the monitoring teams along with
teachers, administrators, and staff represertatives from area
offices, Bilingual-ESL Services Branch, and Research and
Evaluvation Branch. Staff development sessions on the goals of
rthe monitoring process and on use of the instruments were held
for all team participants in December 1979 and January 1980.

The monitoring of 40 randomly selected schools occurred between
December &4, 1979, and April 17, 1980.

The scale used in both instruments was

NA = not applicable
1 = not yet implementing
2 = working toward implementation
3 = implementing



Elementarv Lau Monitoring Instrument (Form 1341)

The instrument was used in 20 randomly selected Lau
elementary schools to judge implementation in eight
program features:
e Identification
@ AsSsessment

Implementation

Curriculum

Methods

Placement and transition criteria

Staff development

e Community involvement

Secondary Lau Monitoring Instrument (Form 1341)

The secondary school monitoring instrument has been
applied in 20 randomly selected Lau junior and senior
high schools to assess implementation of seven of the

features listed above (exception: Methods).

School Summaries.--Elementary class summaries and secondary

school summaries were developed to obtain Lau program informa-

tion from schools using individua. student profiles completed in

April and May. This series of forms is described in the follow-

ing three sections.

Elementary School Summaries

Three forms were developed to obtain information from




elemen:zary classroom teachers. Tney were sen: to »11

elementary schools in late itay for completion and re-

turn in early June. The forms were (see Appendi 1)

Elementary Class Summary for Lau 8ilingual Programs

(Form 1348)

Elementary Class Summary for Lau Bilingual Individual

Learning Programs (Form 1349)

Checklist for Elementary School Lau Summary Forms

(Forms 1360)

Forms 1348 and 1349 asked for information on elementary
Lau program features and pupil infcrmation that included
categories such as primary language proficiency level, num-
ber and languages of NES/LES pupils, participation in in-
tegration and other programs, and number of pupils who met

English reading and transition criteria.

6. Secondary School Summaries

Four forms were developed to gather information from

secondary schonls and were sent to all secondarv
schools in late May for completicn and return by early
June. The follcwing ar= the forms that secondary
schools used this year (see copies in Appendix) -
Secondary School Summary for Lau Instructional Program
(Fcrm 1344)

Secondary Lau ESL Class Teacher Summaryv (Form 1345)
Senior and Junior Lau ESL Class Student Summary (Forms

1346 and 1347)




Checklists for Senior and Junior High School Lau

Summary Forms (Forms 1361 and 1362)

The first three forms asked for data on lLau program
features such as students, classes, teachers, aides, tu-
tors, parents, and student placements. The checklist forms
helped schools assure accuracy and completion, and facili-

tate processing in the central office.

7 Special Educations Schools and Special Day Classes

Three forms were developed to collect data from special

education classroom teachers located in special educa-

tion schools and in regular elementary and secondary

schools. These forms were sent to all special education

schools and designated regular schools in late May for

completion and return in early June. The forms were

(see Appendix):

Summary of Special Education Students in Lau Programs

Identified as NES/LES by Parent Interview (Form 1351)

Summary of Special Education in Lau Programs in Identi-

fied as NES/LES by the BINL (Form 1352)

Checklist for Special Education Lau Summary Forms

(Form 1363)

Forms 1351 and 1352 gathered descriptive information
about special education Lau program features and pupil

counts by handicap category and type of schools.

Findings

Home Language Survey.--Informatior from randomly monitored




Lau schools indicated that, witk few exceptions, all schools
obtained a HLS for each student. (Tables 1 and 2). For those
students whose home language is not one of the 15 into which the
HLS was translated, a bilingual staff member or trained volunteer
assisted school personnel in conducting the survey. The survey
was part of the enrollment for all students new to the district,

and is filed in each student's cumulative record.

BINL Processing Center.--The BINL Processing Center in the

district's Research and Evaluation Branch processed 143,980 BINL
score sheets between September 1979 and June 1980 (Table 3). The
approximate time to return results to each school was within 6 to
8 weeks overall; however, records indicate that some returns took
up to 12 weeks in the spring, largely due to clerical turnover
and limited staffing in the bilingual evaluation unit, as well as

computer errors.

BINL.--Testing with the BINL involved 91,825 new students i=n
Grades K-12 from September 11, 1979 to June 13, 1980 (Table 3).
Included in this number are continuing students whose BINL re-
cords were not forwarded to their new school.

If a parent, teacher, or administrator has a reasonable
challenge to the testing and thus to the resulting BINL lansuage
classifi_ation, the student may be retested. Retests were gliven
to 1,036 students (1%).

Over 17,000 elementary pupils took the BINL as one of fcur

criteria for transition into an English-only program.




Elementarv schools reported that a total of 5,928 pupils
had met all four transition criteria and entered an English-only
program. In Grades K-6&, approximately 33,000 pupils were as-
sessed in their primary language with the BINL by the person

responsible for primary language instruction.

Identification of Secondary Students.--Based on concerns

expressed by principals, teachers, and UTLA, a committee of
teachers and administrators was established to reexamine the
appropriateness of the identification process and programs pro-
vided for NES/LES secondary students. The committee completed
its work in July, and its recommendations are awaiting adminis-

trative approval.

Return of Summary Forms.--Summary forms were sent to 13

categocies of schools that included regular schools, midsites,
magnets, and special education locations. Returns (Table 4) were
highest from elementary schools (99%), junior high schools (977),
senior high schools (92%), and special education schools (91%),
averaging a 10% improvement over 1979 returns that was directly
attributable to persistent follow-up by evaluators throughout
June and July.

Secondary schools with special dav classes for exceptional
children, a category of school service not separately counted
last year, also achieved a 917 return (Table 4).

Since schools had to surmarize each class on a separate
form, a school was tallied in the return columr for any quantitw

0f fcrms returned without weighting for number of forms returned



(Table 4). This will help in considering the return rate when

interpreting data from the Summary forms.

Language Testing Project.--For 1980-81, the district pro-

posed to the Court in Crawford (and the Court approved) a Lan-
guage Testing Project for 135 schools in the Bilingual Classroom
Teacher Program (see Chapter 5 and Memorandum No. 41 in Appendix
C). The purpose of the project is to examine the feasibility,
efficiency, and cost of various methods that would assist schools
and teachers with language testing piograms (e.g., Traveling
Testing Team; Release of Local Teachers to Test by Use of Sub-

stitute Teachers; and Use of Professional Expert Assistance).

Qualitative Observations and Conclusions

Identification and assessment information was used to pre-
scribe programs for identified Lau students, as described in
detail in Chapters 2, 3, and 4 of this report.

BINL results were not returned to schools within four weeks,
which may have hampered appropriate program placement of stu-
dents.

Identification procedures for secondary students are cur-
rently being refined by a district committee.

Goals for this component were substantially met during the

project vear,




Chapter 2

ELEMENTARY PROGRAMS

Goals
The major goal of Lau Elementary Programs is to provide all
NES. LES, and FES pupils with a curriculum designed to meet their

assessed educational needs. NES/LES pupils in Grades K-6 are to

be given an appropriate bilingual/bicultural program that avoids

racial or ethnic isolation.

vesign and Instruments for Evaluation

The steps and instruments (HLS, BINL, Elementary Class
Summaries, and Elementarv Lau Monitoring Instrument) used to

evaluate Lau elementary programs are described in Chapter 1.

Findings for BILPs

Numbers and Languages.--Bilingual Individual Learning Pro-

grams (BILPs) were established for 17,504 pupils in 78 languages,
including languages not listed (Table 5). Compared with records
for 1978-79, pupils participating in BILPs decreased by 2,499
while the number of primary languages increased by 11 The

primarv languages that involved the greatest number of elementary

10




11
pupils were Spanish (11,524), Korean (1,023), Cantonese (788),
and Vietnamese (751) (Table 5).

Reasons for BILPs.--0f the 17,504 pupils assigned to BILPs,

6,235 were withdrawn from bilingual/bicultural programs by par-
ent request (Table 6). Compared 1978-79 records, this is an
increase of 1,890 pupils assigned to BILPs due to parent request.
A total of 5,777 (50%) NES/LES Spanish speaking pupils were
placed in BILPs due to parent request (Table 7). BILP summaries
indicated that another 9,909 pupils were assigned to BILPs due
to lack of 10 or more in a grade level to form a Lau bilingual/
bicultural program or class (Tabie 6). Schools reported numbers
of Farsi-speaking and Russian-speaking pupils were assigned to
BILP~ due to pareat request; however, analysis of the summaries
indicates that these pupils were assigned to BILPs due to a lack
of 10 or more in a grade in these languages--for most of the

school year--to form a bilingual/bicultural program (Table 7).

Progress.--Class summaries for BILPs indicated that 8,177
pupils met the Lau criteria for advancement into English reading
(Table 6). A total of 2,541 pupils made the transition to an

Englisn-only program (Table 6).

Primary Language Support.--Paid bilingual aides and te-cher

assistants provided the most primary language support for all

language groups; adult voluntecers provided the least (Table 7).

Integration and Other Programs.--Elementary schools report-

'y
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12
ed that a total of 1,711 NES/LES pupils with BILPs were attend-
ing their schools from another attendance area, as of June 1980.
Of these, 837 (49%) were participants in the mandatory integra-

tion program (Table 8).

Findings for Bilingual Programs

Bilingual Program Model.--The district staffed 2,617 self-

contained bilingual/bicultural classrooms. This is an increase
of 833 classrooms over the 1978-79 school year. Another 1,391
classrooms implemented team-teaching and itinerant teacher pro-

gram models (Table 9).

Numbers.--As of June 1980, the total number of elementary
NES/LES pupils assigned to bilingual programs was 51,980 (Table
10). Compared with records for 1978-79, pupils participating in
bilingual/bicultural programs increased by 12,590. The greatest
number of pupils participating in bilingual programs were in
kindergarten (13,073) with a decreasing number at each grade
(exception: Grade &4) (Table 10). Spanish accounted for the
largest number of participants in every administrative area

(Table 11).

Primary Language Proficiency.--0f the 51,980 pupils as-

signed to bilingual programs, 18,954 pupils had BINL results in
their primary languages for diagnostic and prescriptive informa-
tion. Of these, 5,008 (26%) were found to be proficient speak-
ers of their primary language, 5,086 (27%) functional, 5,638

(307) limited, and 3,222 (177%) nonspeakers (Table 12). TFor




13

3,108 (96%) of this last category, the home language was Spanish.
Results for approximately 14,000 pupils who took the BINL
in their primary language reached the schools too late for in-

clusion in the June count.

Progress.--Class summaries for bilingual programs indicated
that 10,245 elementary pupils met the Lau criteria for placement
into English reading. A total of 3,387 pupils made the transi-

tion to an English-only program (Table 13).

Teachers and Aides.--According to reports from elementary

schools, Class T and II teachers comprised 33% (1,312) of the
4,008 teachers providing instruction for Lau pupils in bilingual
programs. A total of 938 Class IV teachers were assigned to bi-
lingual programs (Table 14); of these, 149 (16%) who were teach-
ing 1,225 pupils (2%) had no bilingual aide, teacher assistant,
or certificated person to assist in primary language instruction.
In June 1980, the district negotiated an agreement with OCR that
allowed use of Class IV teachers if they would sign waivers no
later than fall 1980. The majority of these teachers are ex-
pected to sign, and will be assisted by bilingual personnel to
meet Lau guidelines. (See Glossary for descriptions of teacher
Class.)

Schools reported 3,976 bilingual aides and teacher assistants

dassigned to bilingual programs for three hours daily (Table 14).

integration and Other Programs.--Elementary Summaries re-

perted a total 1,703 NES/LES pupils participating in bilingual
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programs from schools in other attendance areas. Pairs and

clusters accounted for the largest number of pupils (Table 1i5).

Findings for Telephot.e Survey

During fall 1979, a telephone survey of elementary school
principals was undertaken to begin assessing the effectiveness
of the Lau program implementation. A random sample of 22 ele-
mentary schools was drawn from the 10 administrative areas. The
principals or designees were asked about the strengths, weak-
nesses, and needs in relation to their personnel, program, and
supplies for Lau activities.

During spring 1980, each cof the schools in the sample was
contacted for the follow-up interview. The principals were
asked about any changes that had occurred in the areas of in-
quiry since the previows interview. Two additional questions
were included: (a) positive and/or negative outcomes for stu-
dents as a result of Lau programs, and (b) positive and/or neg-
ative effects of mandated testing originating outside the class-
room on NES/LES students. The results of these interviews are

summarized below.

Personnel.--The majority of the 22 elementary principals
interviewed said that the strength of their bilingual program
was their outstanding teachers, coordinators, and aides. Princi-
pals indicated that lack of personnel with sufficient fluency to
handle primary language instruction, and lack of classroom aides

with adequate training were continual problems. ''Paid staff

v/
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development activities' was frequently mentioned by principals
as a means to enhance bilingual skills. More bilingual teachers
and aides, particularly in languages other than Spanish, was
listed as a tep priority by some principals. A few principals
stated that aides were carrying out the program and were not

trained as teachers.

Program.--One general consensus of principals was that ESL
and Spanish reading weve strong curriculum areas. They strongly
agreed that revision and clarification of Lau transition crite-
ria were needed. This improvement would also a2id in preventing

pupils from remaining in the program too long.

Pupil Qutcomes.--Principals tended to agree that they are

beginning to see more positive outcomes as a result of pupil
participation in Lau programs. Pupils have made positive gains
in the affective domain such as in self-image and personal ad-
justment. In the cognitive areas, pupils are making good pro-
gress, learning English, and using Spanish reading skills,

according to comments made by the principals.

Suppiies.--Some principals felt that present funding levels
were insufficient to cover both personnel and supplies in school
sites and especially those schools with few pupils, rapidlv

growing enrollments, and multiple languages.

Testing.--""Too much testing overall" was the message from

srincipals. The primary recommendation by principals was to
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eliminate or reduce the testing. Other areas of concern were
to provide for continued inservice on BINL testing and to give
more timely feedback about the BINL. BINL testing was consid-
ered an adequate measure if properly administered, according

to principals.

Other Findings

Monitoring.--District monitoring teams visited 20 elemen-
tary schools selected at random and determined that virtually
all of them had implemented the Lau plan (see Chapter 8 for

details).

Curriculum.--Raters on the monitoring teams consistently

rated oral ESL the highest in all curriculum models. Multi-

cultural and other content areas in the primarv language were
rated among the weakest by the monitoring teams (labie 1,

Section 1IV).

Mixed Classes.--During the monitoring of elementary schools

by district staff members and community representatives, raters
observed pupils in classrooms and unanimously concluded that Lau
classes were neither racially nor ethnically isolated (Table 1,

Section III).

School Responsibilities.--The responsibilities of personnel

involved in the bilingual/bicultural programs were consistent
with guidelines established in the Lau Plan in a majority of the

schools monitored (Table 1, Section III).




Methods. --Monitored schools used a variety of language

delivery systems for instructing NES/LES pupils (Table 1,

Section V).

Transition.--The combined total ~f pupils in the BILPs and
bilingual programs who made the transition to English-only pro-
grams was 5,928 (Tables 6 and 13). Compared with che 1978-79

school year, this was an increase of 619 pupils.

Total Served.--As of June 1980, the total number of elemen-

tary NES/LES pupils participating in bilingual/bicultural pro-
grams and BILPs was 69,484 (Tables 5 and 10), representing an

increase of 10,091 pupils over the 1978-79 count.

Qualitative Observations and Conclusions

For parents who requested that tleir child be withdrawn
from bilingual programs, additional parent education sessions
may need to be offered to increase their understanding of bilin-
gual programs.

Since the number of Lau pupils qualifying for an English-

only program increased by a small margin, schools may not have

reported all pupils who met the transition criteria due to in-

complete records. A study of the effectiveness of the transi-

tion criteria will be conducted in 1980-81.

NES/LES pupils who are chosen to participate in mandatory

integration programs and who might be leaving one kind of bilin-

gval program in the sending school to enter a different one in

the receiving school may merit more evaluative consideration of
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the impact of the change for their instructional nceds.

Schools need help in recruiting bilingual personnel co
assist teachers who are not proficient in the language or NES/
LES pupils.

Further study is needed on diagnosing tae instructional
needs of pupils identified as nonspeakers or limited speakers
of their primary language.

In the face of remarkable constraints during 1979-80 (such
as the need for mor: qualified teachers and aides, and district-
wide adjustments to court orders for busing and changes “o meet
integration goals), the district still has substantially im-

proved the quantity and quality of its services to elementary

Lau pupils and continues its efforts to meet the goals of this

component .




Chapter 3

SECONDARY PROGRAMS

Goals

The basic goal of the Secondary Lau Programs is to provide
all identified NES/LES students with an appropriate ESL or
bilingual/bicultural program to meet their assessed educational
needs. This is to be done in classrooms that have substantially
the same enrollment as other classes in the same subject, in
classes that are not racially or ethnically isolated, and with
these students integrated into regular classes for at least one

non-language-related class a day.

Design and Instruments for Evaluation

As described in Chapter 1, the following instruments were
used to collect data for secondary programs:

1. Home Language Survey

2. Basic Iuventory of Natural Language

3. Secondary Studeat Profiles

4. Secondary School Summaries

5. Secondary Lau Monitoring Instrument
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Two activities were undertaken during the 1979-80 school

year to determine the extent and success of Lau implementation in
district schools. One of these was school visits by monitoring
committees. The other was telephone interviews of principals.

Both of these activities will be discussed in this chapter

School Monitoring Visits.--The monitoring instrument for

secondary schools was revised for 1979-80 (Chapter 8). Monitor-
ing teams were comprised of various people drawn from the commu-
nity, administrators, teachers, and area and central offices.
Each team, usually of four to six members, visited schools on a
prearranged basis. They interviewed teachers, administrators,
aides, and community members. They also observed classes and
investigated school records. Their responsibility was to deter-
mine the extent to which the Lau Plan was being implemented.
Monitoring teams visited 10 junior high schools and 10 se-
nior high schools, selected randomly, during the school year.
Each visitor rated the school on a monitoring instrument.
The rating possibilities were: NA--the statement was not appro-
priate for this school at that time; l--the school is not yet
implementing this aspect; 2--the school is in the process of
implementing this aspect; 3--the school 1is implementing this
aspect. There was a total of 31 person-visits at junior high
schools and 31 at senior high. Median ratings were calculated

for each poiunt of inquiry and are available in the Appendix

Table 2). Results of ratings are discussed in Findings.




Telephone Survey.--The telephone became a Lau evaluation

tool. In fall 1979 and spring 1980, 11 junior high schools and
11 senior high schools, chosen at random, were called about their
implementation of the Lau Program. This followed a letter an-
nouncing the telephone survey and explaining questions to be
asked. The principal, or designated representative, was asked to
identify the strengths, weaknesses, and needs in the categories
of personnel, program, and supplies. In the spring semester, two
additional questions were included: (a) positive and/or nega-
tive outcomes for students as a result of Lau programs, and (b)
positive and/or negative effects of mandated testing originating
outside the classroom on NES/LES students. Interviewees were
invited to make additional comments in both phases of the tele-
phone survey.

A summary of the major points listed by principals is

included in the findings section.

Findings

Numbers . -- Secondary schools have identified 27,564 students
in Grades 7-12 as NES/LES (Table 16). The Secondary School Sum-
maries indicated that a total of 23,912 students were participat-
ing in either a bilingual/bicultural, an ESL, or a biligual
individual learning program (Table 17). A difference of 3,652
(13%) students were not participating in one of the above pro-
grams. The junior high schools ident:fied the largest number of
NES,/LES students--15,753--for the school vear (Table 16)

Spanish was the dominant language of NES/LES students in
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junior high schools (Table 18) and also in senior high schools
(Table 19).

In junior high schools the largest number of students
(6,379, 52%) were enrolled in beginning ESL (Table 20). In
senior high schools, the majority of students (2,037, 28%) were

enrolled in ESL Level 1 (Table 21).

Classes.--Secondary schools reported a total of 3,499 bilin-
gual and ESL program classes, based on student profiles and master
schedules in June 1980. Following the Lau Plan on meeting NES/
LES student needs, demand was highest for ESL classes (1,881) and
lowest for bilingual U.S. history (34) (Table 23). There were

413 math classes with primary language support (Table 22).

Teachers and Aides.--There were 569 ESL tecachers (Table 24)

and 778 bilingual teachers instructing in six categories of ESL
classes (Table 25), while 182 bilingual teachers were teaching
four different bilingual classes (Table 26).

Of 682 ESL teachers assigned to ESL classes, 460 had an
English major or minor background and 303 were involved in dis-
trict methodology classes in Lau programs (Table 27).

The district employed 308 bilingual aides to help in ESL
classes (Table 28) and 43 bilingual aides to assist in bilingual
classes (Tabtle 29). Secondary schools reported that 6,611 aide-
periods and 1,198 tutor-periods assisted teachers instructing

NES/LES students (Table 30).

Progress.--Secondary schools have implemented procedures for
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students to advance from one ESL level to ancther using either
passing scores on district-developed final exams for each level
or average passing scores on district-developed proficiency tests
for each level.

Secondary school summaries reported 540 students had met
transition criteria from bilingual to ESL programs, while 2,671
students went from ESL into regular programs (Table 31).

Junior high schools reported that 3,772 students made a
satisfactory score when screened with the CTBS Espatnol, Level C,
and were placed in an ESL program. Another 858 students simi-
larly tested needed more instruction in their primary language
and were placed in a bilingual/bicultural program (Table 32).

Secondary school summaries revealed that parentc were in-
formed of bilingual program placement and parents of 3,825 stu-
dents were consulted regarding bilingual individual learning
programs for their children. Only 37 parents withdrew their
children from a bilinguél program (Table 33).

NES/LES students were involved in the district's integration
efforts by participating in one of the following prcgrams: edu-
cational options, permit with transportation (PWT), magnet, pair/
cluster, midsite, and other programs. The highest number of
students (533) were participating in pair/cluster programs, while
the smallest number of students (l4) were in educational options

programs (Table 34).

New Classes.--Secondary schools reported that several new

classes were introduced into curriculum offerings for NES/LES stu-




dents. An orientation/guidance course of study produced 258
classes, and 225 classes in U.S. history and geography were ini-

tiated in bilingual and ESL programs.

Monitored Schools.--Median ratings indicated that junior and

senior high schools have made substantial gains in identifying
and assessing students as NES/LES and in establishing their
placement in a bilingual-bicultural or ESL program.

The monitoring ratings judged the curriculum model of the
bilingual-bicultural program at the intermediate and advanced
levels to be the weakest elements in the junior high Lau program.
Senior high schools continued to be weakest in their staff devel-

opment and community involvement components (Table 2).

Telephone Survey.--The following are the key points that

were deemed to be the most significant and most important for
secondary schools.

First, principals agreed in both Phase 1 and Phase 2 that
the greatest assets of their Lau program were the abilities of
their bilingual and ESL staffs, including aides. 1In addition,
principals said that their teachers exhibited strong attitudes
of dedication and were sensitive to the needs of their students.
The weakest area in personnel matters, according to principals,
was the shortage of qualified teachers and aides, lack of ade-
quate training for teachers and aides who need it, and personnel
policies that prevent principals from securing qualified teachers

for their schools. What principals stressed . both phases was a
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need for stronger district effort in the recruitment and reten-
“ion of ¥;d§personnel.

Secohd, in both phases there was no general consensus among
the interviewees about program aspects. However, some principals
stated that the implementation of Lau programs was better under-
stood as a result of staff's being more familiar with Lau require-
ments, and they praised their community and parent support.

Third, again principals agreed in both phases that they were
satisfied with the availability of current materials and supplies -
for the Lau students. However, principals warned that with in-
creases and changes in student population, materials mu- be
readily adaptable to meet student needs. Several principals
suggested that some materials need to be reevaluated for appr~-
priateness of maturity and reading level for their students.

Fourth, two new questions were included for principals in
Phase 2: their opinions on the positive or negative outcomes
for students as a result of Lau programs, and the positive or
negative affects of mandated testing originating outside the
classroom.

Principals varied with their feelings. Some said that the
majority of their NES/LES students were progressing well but that
the current testing program was too burdensome for their Lau
students. Others voiced strong oppositicn to the district's
resting program, characterized as excessive and taking valuable

time from classroom instruction.

Last, in both phases, principals sumrned up their feelings by
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saying that they have experienced grcwing pains the first two
years with their Lau programs, but were confident that they were

progressing toward full implementation and were making great

strides in meeting all Lau requirements.

Qualitative Observations and Conclusions

Secondary schools have provided appropriate programs for
the majority of identified NES/LES students.

secondary schools were implementing bilingual/bicultural and
ESL programs that follow the Lau Plan requirements and guidelines
described in the district's Secondary School Curriculum Course of
Study.

Monitored schools integrated NES/LES students into regular
classes and the size of the classes provided for these students
was generally the same as for like classes in the school.

Principals participating in the Telephone Survey indicated
that the services received by their Lau students were excellent
and appropriate.

Success for program implementation could be attributed to
the quality of teachers, aides, coordinators, and support from
administrative staffs. Also, community support played an impor-

tant role in many Lau programs., according to principals.



Chapter 4
SPECTIAL EDUCATION PROGRAMS

Goals

Special Education programs for Lau students will:

1. Identify national origin minority students «ho are hand-
icapped and from non-English language backgrounds.

2. Assess the educational needs of identified handicapped
students through diagnostic-prescriptive procedures and
as mandated by P.L. 94-142.

3. Prescribe an educational program that will meet the
assessed needs of identified handicapped students in

their primary language.

Design and Instruments for Evaluation

The evaluation of special education programs made use of
data collected through the following instruments, described in
Chapter 1-

1. Summary of Special Education Students in Lau Programs

Identified as NES/LES by Parent Interview (Form 1351)

2. Summarv of Special Education Students in Lau Programs

Identified as NES/LES by BINL (Form 1352)
27
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3. Information collacted from staff members in the Special
Education Division
(Note: The Lau year-end repor’ for 1978-79 reported special
education NES/LES students as 'nonverbal' and 'verbal." Due to
changes in the Division's Lau Plan, NES/LES nonverbal students
are currently classified as NES/LES students identified by parent
interview, and NES/LES verbal students are now designated as NES/

LES stuodents identified by BINL.)

Findings for NES/LES Students Identified by Parent Interview

Numbers.--A total of 1,120 NES/LES students in Grades K-12
were identified by the parent iutervicw process in regular schools
and special education schools (iable 35). 1Included in this count
are a few students whc did not return a home language survey.
Thes~ students will be further assessed through a teacher obser-

vation form beginning in fall 1980 (see Appendix).

Language .--Spanisi-speaking students comprised 887 of the
NES/LES students enro'led in special education programs. MR
Spanish-speaking students enrolled in special education schools

were the greatest in aumber (Table 35).

English fluency.--Parent interview forms indicated the

following degiees of English fluency for special education stu-
dents (Table 36). only primary languag. spoken, 427, primary

language spoken with some Englisn, 36%;: and primarv language and

English used interchangeably, 22%.

Parent Edqggtion.--Special eaqucation schools reported that




154 parents attended parent education classes during the school
year. Regular elementary schools counted 272 pupils participat-
ing in special education programs; 22 parents of these children
participated in parent education activities. Information from
the Special Education Division indicates that a parent education
coordinator has been budgeted for the 1980-81 school year to

implement the program.

Findings for NES/LES Students Identified by BINL

Numbers and Languages.--A total of 927 special education

students enrolled in regular schools and special education
schools (Grades K-12) were identified as NES/LES by the BINL
(Table 37). The greatest number of NES/LES pupils were in the
EH handicap category in regular elementary schools with Spanish
as their primary language.. Spanish-speaking students accounted
for the greates: number of NES/LES students in all handicap

categories (Table 37).

Individualized Education Program (IEP).--Special education

schools reported that of the 193 NES/LES students identified by
the BINL, 142 students were provided with an IEP that included
ESL or was based on a bilingual program.

Of the 734 NES/LES students assignec to special day classes
in regular schools, Grades K-12, 366 students had an IEP that

included ESL or was based on a bilingtal program (Table 38).

Program Placement in Regular Schools.--Special educatrion

Summaries indicated that 132 students had been given bilingual
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and ESL programs in special day classes, and another 219 stu-
dents were instructed in bilingual and/or ESL programs in other
classes in the regular school location (Table 39), for a total
of 351. Comparing this total to the number of NES/LES students
(734) identified in regular school locations, the number of stu-

derits not placed in a Lau instructional program becomes 2383.

Progress of Elementary Special Education Pupils .--Special

o

education summaries for NES/LES pupils identified By BINL indi-
cated that 213 elementary pupils in special education and regular
elementary schools met the Lau criteria for placement into En-
glish reading. During the 1979-80 school year, 116 pupils made

the transition to an English-only program (Table 40).

ESL Placement of Secondary Special Education Students.--Spe-

cial education schools and secondary schools with special dag
classes for NES/LES students identified by BINL reported a fotal
of 74 students in various levels of the district's ESL program
(Table 41). Of the 136 special education students in regular
secondary schools, 55 were placed in the district's ESL program
(Table 41). A total of six students had completed ESL Level IV

skills by the end of the 1979-80 school year.

Bilingual Aides.--According to the special education summa-

ries for NES/LES students identified by BINL, the 927 special
education students received a total of 575 daily hours of bilin-
gual aide support. The handicap category of EMR assigned to spe-

cial day classes in regular schools, Grades K-12, logged the
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greatest number of hours from bilingual aides.

Staffing.--A total of 15 special education teachers with A
and B fluency were assigned to special education students at all
locations. The number of monolingual teachers with bilingual
aides was reported as 74. A total of 79 special education teach-
ers indicated that personnel providing primary language instruc-
tion were personnel other than those listed on Form 1352 (Table
42). A review of the 79 other instructional personnel revealed
that 25 of the teachers were monolingual teachers assisted by
monolingual aides or no aides. An additional 15 monolingual spe-
cial education teachers indicated that bilingual personnel were
not available to them for primary language instruction. Special
education teachers stated that they were also using parent volun-
teers, peer tutors, and other bilingual persons within the school

to provide some primary language support.

Evaluative Comments or Concerns.--A few special education

teachers wrote about their concerns for NES/LES Lau students
with special education needs. Major interest areas were improv-
ing oral English assessment, suggestions for parent education
classes, the need for bilingual personnel, and the need for more
communication to staff about bilingual provisions for their
NES/LES students.

Some teachers (9) remarked that learning problems, speech
problems, and other handicaps were possible factors in NES/LES

identification, aside from the influence of a home language




32
other than English. According to other teachers (6), ESL

classes should be offered to parents of students identified as
NES/LES by parent interview, and one said that parents be com-
pensated for attending such classes.

Other teachers (7) urged that recruitment of bilingual

personnel for special education classes be given a high priority.

Other Findings

A total of 102 elementary pupils and 53 secondary students
identified as NES/LES were assigned to the deaf and hard-of-hear-
ing integrated program in regular schools.

Information regarding these special education programs in
regular schools was not available for this report:

--Remedial physical education program

--Physically handicapped program

--Speech and language program

--Visually handicapped program

--Deaf and hard-of-hearing itinerant teacher program

--Resource specialist program

Qualitative Observations and Conclusions

The findings for special education students identified by
BINL in special day classes may be incomplete due to the return
rate of Summary forms.

A substantial number of special education students identi-
fied by BINL were not given an IEP that included ESL or was based
on a bilingual program.

“any special education students identified by BINL, assigned

N
~ -




to special day classes in regular school locations, were not
placed in appropriate programs.
Not all secondary special education students identified by
BINL were provided with tne district's prescribed ESL program.
Language acquisition classes for current special education
teachers are needed to increase the number of bilingual certifi-
cated staff. Bilingual aides need to be recruited for monolin-
gual teachers. “
Staff development seems to be needed for personnel assigned

to special day classes in regular schools in order to increase

understanding and implementation of the Division's Lau Plan.




Chapter 5

STAFFING ACTIVITIES

Goals
According to the Lau Pian, the Personnel Division will re-
cruit, hire, and assign certificated and classified bilingual

employees to serve NES/LES students, based on priorities.

Design and Instruments for Evaluation

Evaluation of the staffing component made use of data col-
lected through district pers-nnel records on non-English language
proficiency of teachers and education aides (QROO7R01), and other

Personnel Division records.

Findings

Number of Bilingual Teachers.--As of May 1980, the district

employed a total of 3,209 bilingual teachers assigned to regular
elementary and second¢ry school locations (Table 43). Of these
regular elementary and secondary teachers, 291 had emergency
bilingual credentials. Of the total bilingual teachers in the
district, 2,957 (92%) were Spanish-speaking. From June 1979 to

May 1980, the district gained 704 bilingual teachers. This in-

34
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crease includes newly hired teachers and teachers aiready working
for the district who acquired new language fluency skills. The
district emplcyed 686 additional certificatea bilingual teachers
and substitutes in other locations, including adult education
schools, continuation high schools, special education schools,
children's centers, and administrative offices.

The total number of bilingual certificated employees with a
bilingual credential or certificate, and who were assigned to
regular elementary and secondary schools, is 981; and to other

locations (as abowve), 380.

Schools Needing Bilingual Teachers.--There were 78 regular

elementary and secondary schools enrolling 20 or more NES/LES
students (for a total of 5,279) in a given language group who did
not have at least one certificated bilingual teacher fluent in
their language. This is a decrease (improvement) of 60 schools
from the June 1979 count of 138. 1Included in the 78 schools were
10 schools in need of teachers fluent in two or three languages.
Schools with 20 or more Vietnamese-speaking pupils increased
to 18 frow the June 1979 count of 4. Fluency tests in Vietnamese

were not offered during the 1979-80 school year.

Bilingual Classroom Teacher Program.--The district will be

implementing the Bilingual Classroom Teacher Program (BCTP) for
the 1980~81 school year in 135 eligible racially isolated minor-

itv schools (RIMS). The objectives of this program include- re-

cruitment and retention of bilingual teachers, improvement of the
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bilingual teaching and language skills of both bilingual and
monolingual teaching staff; upgrading the quality of bilingual
teaching; and provision of additional language services to NES/

LES students. (See Memorandum No. 41 in Appendix C.)

Reassignment of Bilingual Teachers.--A total of 16 bilingual

teachers not serving needs of NES/LES students applied for a vol-
untary transfer and were assigned where needed between July i,
1979 and June 30, 1980. The number of bilingual teachers who
returned from leaves with no return rights or who have been dis-

placed was not available for the same time period.

Contracts Offered.--Personnel Division reported that 487

provisional, conditional, and probationary contracts were offered
to bilingual teachers between July 1, 1979, and June 30, 1980.

0f these, 321 were signed. Included in this total were newly-
contracted bilingual teachers as well as teachers previously
contracted who were offered a contract renewal or a contract in

a ifferent classification.

Bilingual Aides.--Based on personnel records of the Classi-

fied Employment Branch, a total of 3,156  bilingual/biliterate
aides were employed to support bilingual instruction (Table 44).
0f these, 2,533 are Spanish-speaking. An additional 4,920
English-speaking aides were also emploved by the district.

The Classified Selection Section of the district administers

oral and written language proficiency tests in English and des-

ignated second languages to all eligible aides who apply. The




candidate must receive a passing score on both to be eligible

for a bilinguel salary differential.

Findings for Bilingual Staffing Unit Activities

Recruitments.--Local college, out-of-area, and out-of-state

recruitments between July 1979 and June 1980 yielded 181 appli-
cants for bilingual positions. Of these, 82 were offered con-
tracts; 71 accepted and signed. An additional 1,765 bilingual
teachers were contacted through the State Clearing House list.

Of these, 41 applied and 4 were offered contracts.

Language Fluency Exams.--Language fluency tests were admin-

istered to a total of 867 current staff in Armenian, Cantonese,
and Spanish between July 1979 and January 1980. Of these, 695
passed at the A or B fluency level (Table 45).

Minority Future Teacher Program.--The district is sponsoring

the Minority Future Teacher Program in 10 senior high schools,
involving 402 students, in order to encourage and motivate minor-

ity students to pursue careers in teaching.

Certificate of Competence.--A total of 185 Spanish-speaking

teachers took the certificate of competence exam through the
University of Southern California during 1979-80. Of these, 113

teachers (61%) passed the exam successfully.

Cultural Proficiency.--The total number of Spanish-speaking

teachers who took the cultural proficiency exam was 829. Of

these, 704 (85%) passed.
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Qualitative Observation and Conclusions

The district continues its efforts to‘increase the number of
bilingual teachers through recruitment and by expanding the lan-
guage skills of current staff.

Vietnamese language fluency tests need to be offered by the

district to meet the needs of increasing numbers of students from

Vietnam.




Chapter 6
STAFF DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM

Goals

F'r Lau purposes, the district will provide a comprehensive
staff development program for administrators, teachers, other
credentialed personnel at school and area offices, paraprofes-
sionals, and school-based clzssified personnel.

The stafi levelopment program will provide opportunities for
staff tc acquire and develop those competencies necessary to en-
sure equal educarional benefits for each Lau student.

Specific areas of need to be: addressed in staff development

WEE

sessions are: orientation to Lar ‘lan; inservice training in

‘
|
1
1
administering the BINL; development of competencies recessary for
) implementation oif the Lau Plan; and inservice classes to assist
teachers on waiver to acquire the certificate of competence.
Design and Instru nts for Evaluation
The evaluation of staff development programs is making use
of data being collected through the Elementary and Secondary Lau
oriitoring Instruments (described in Chapter 1), district records.
an- staff interviews.
39
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Special Meetings.--The Bilingual--ESL Services Branch spon-

sored a major all-day conference and a workshop in cooperation
with the Lau General Assistance Center in San Diego, each two
days long. In addition it held one for parents in the dis-
trict, one for Biiingual Branch staff, two for secondary prin-
cipals, one for secondary head counselors, one for all personnel
from the Office of Instruction, and one for all administrators
serving categorical aid programs (federal and state, including
school improvement and bilingual prog: mns). Meetings for these
participants lasted one day each.

In addition to these workshops, the Bilingual--ESL Services
Branch held weekly inservice meetings for all central office
staff members with responsibilities for the Lau programs, in-
cluding classified staff, instructional planning, evaluation
and research, special education, and ESEA Title VII.

Agendas for Bilingual--ESL Services Branch meetings were
numerous and varied in order to meet the needs of the Branch

and schools.

Spanish Fluency.--The Emergency School Aid Act (ESAA) Bi-

lingual Program served 59 ''receiving' schools in the integra-
tion plan. Being a receiving school requires that it be newly
iuapacted with non- or limited-English speakers as a result cf
integration. The ESAA Bilingual Program was in its second
phase of implementation in 1979-80.

The ESAA Bilingual Program served 184 teachers and 59

*, 4
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office managers or administrators. There was funding for 184
bilingual aides to work in the classrooms that serve non- or
limited-English speakers. Participants attended one session
weekly in Spanish language acquisition and bilingual methodolo-
gy. During the summer, they attended five weeks of high inten-
sity language classes lasting six hours daily. The goal of the
prograr was for at least 80% to pass their certificate-of-com-
petency exam in fluency, culture, and methodology, as adminis-
tered by the University of Southern California.

The ESAA Bilingual Project was also implemented last year
in the 48 '"sending' schools that bus NES/LES students to the 59
receiving schools in the integration plan. It was a veplica-
tion of the 1979 ESAA program and was funded for 347 teachers
and 48 office managers or administrators in the sending schools.
Additionally, 234 bilingual aides were funded to serve with the
347 teachers of non- or limited-English speakers. Training was
provided in bilingual methodology for the aides.

There were 12 classes of language acquisition and bilingual
methodology in the ESAA Bilingual Program, Phase 1, and 26
classes in Phase 2. A total of 38 leaders were hired to conduct

the classes.

Language Acquisition Project (RIMS).--For 1980-81, the

district proposed to the court in Crawford a Language Acquisi-
tion Project to serve the needs of teachers and students at 137

RIS locations. (RIMS:- Racially Isolated Minoritw Schools )

(&b

Lisiple teachers will be paid to participate in the project
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The court approved the program and recommended expansion of the

project, provided that enrollment warrants it.

Monitoring.--Staff development elements were included in

the monitoring process, and their ratings were a product of the
second year of visitations to randomly selected elementary and
secondary Lau schools. Using the revised monitoring forms des-
cribed in Chapter 1 (see copies in Appendix C), with 16 program
elements to inspect in elementary schools and 16 in secondary,
monitoring team members visited and rated 40 schools throughout

the distcrict.

BINL.--Area advisors continued to train certificated per-

sonnel on administration of the BINL, as requested.

El Espejo.--A televised series of 24 programs on Hispanic
culture, called El Espejo (The Mirror), was shown on the dis-
trict's KLCS-TV Channel 58 during a 12-week period from Febru-
ary 11 to June 11. The series, coupled with one seminar ses-
sion for persons interested in salary point credit, was devel -
oped tc equip school staff members with the skills (or with
improved skills) to work with Hispanic students in an education-
al setting. The television project also assisted teachers on
waiver in preparing for the Certificate of Competence in Spanist.

Nineteen seminar leaders met in 10 different locations with

approximately 500 participants.

veeds Asses.ment --The needs assessment for 1979-80 has

L,
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been developed. It was designed so that administrators, certi-
ficated personnel, classified personnel (including aides),
office staff, and volunteers could use the same instrument.
Information was requested about general to specific topics,
such as teaching of English, reading other languages, and the

acjuisition of languages.

rindings

ESAA . --ESAA activities concluded their second phase of

implementation.

Participants in the ESAA Bilingual Receiving School Pro-
gram passed the components of the program at the following
levels: 37% of the participants passed the fluency, 91% the
culture, and 76% the methodology. A total of 37% of the partic-
ipants passed all levels.

Participants in the ESAA Bilingual Sending School Program
passed the components at the following levels: 56% passed the
fluency, 917% the culture, and 93% the methodologv. A total of
56% passed all levels.

An average of 477 of ESAA Receiving and fending School Pro-
cram participants passed their certificate of competencv exam

on fluency, culture, and methodology.

\

lonitoring.--According to monitoring teams' ratings, 1007
nf the staff development elements were found to ve implemeated

in the elementary sample (Table 1), and 527 and 457 implemented

2

:n ‘anior and senior hish schocls. respectivels (Table
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End of-year median ratings of the 16 staff development
elements in the 20 elementary schools sampled showed full im-
plementation (i.e., rating of 2.5 or higher on all compliance
points) (Table 1).

In the 10 junior high schools visited, median ratings of
2.5 or higher (implementing) were given to &4 of the 16 elements,
and ratings between 2.2 and 2.5 evaluated the remaining 8 ele-
ments (working toward implementation) (Table 2).

In the 10 senior highs visited, median ratings between 1.3
and 1.4 (not yet implementing) were assigned to nine elements
on orientation and staff development. Median ratings between
1.5 and 2.0 were assigned to seven points for orientation and

staff development as working toward implementation (Table 2).

Television.--Vizwers of the El Espejo program on district
television took the exam in the culture component for the cer-

tificate of competence, and 907 passed.

Needs Assessment.--Needs assessment instruments were de-

signed and applied by staff.

Qualitative Observations and_Conclusions

Staff development continues to be a viable and integral
part of the Lau program, offering numerous alternatives for im-

plementation of the Lau Plan. Monitoring of randomly selected

elementary schools showed full implementation on all program
P

implementing a few program features rated low.

oints, while junior and senior high schools were working on




The ESAA project continues to provide opportunities for

teachers, administrators, and paraprofessionals to become pro-

ficient in Spanish.
Staff development, on the whole, provided needed services

for implementation of the district's Lau Plan.




Chapter 7

COMMUNITY INVOLVEMENT PROGRAM

Goals

The Lau Plan goals for this component are to involve che
community in planning, implementirg, and evaluating the Lau Plan;
to provide a process whereby all schocl-home notices to parents
of NES/LES students are in their primary language; and to inform
parents about programs designed to meet educational needs of NES/
LES students, as well as of their right to enroll their child in

such a program.

Design and Instruments for Evaluation

The evaluation of community involvement used data collected

through steps and instruments described in Chapter 1.

Activities

Tlementary schools continued to establish and sponsor Educa-
tion Committees according to guidelines in the Lau Plan, and to
adher~ to it on all other points concerning community involvement.
parents were consulted in the development of Individual Learning

Programs.

46
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Secondary schools were implementing the Lau Plan, and were
becoming more consistent with the Plan's guidelines for parent
committees.

Communications were sent home in the primary language of
NES/LES students.

Orientation meetings for parents of NES/LES students were
held. Parents were informed of programs designed to meet the
educational needs of their chilcren, and were told of their right
to withdraw their child from the program.

For school year 1979-80, the District Bilingual Bicultural
Advisory Committee reorganized itself, wrote new bylaws (to be
approved by the Board), and elected interim officers. Permanent
officers will be elected for a one year term. Representation on
the committee was requested by 462 schools with 20 or more NES/
LES students. The committee met monthlvy and at other times as
needed.

The monthly agenda of the committee discussed pertinent
issues that were of concern to the council gnd matters that re-
lated tc bilingual-bicultural education.

An invitation was extended to parents who had attended
monthly meetings of the District Bilingual Bicultural Advisory
Committee to attend the San Diego Lau Center Parent Conference,
February 5-6, 1980. The conference featured prominent speakers
in the .ield of bilingual education, as well as workshons con-
ductea b7 representatives from the State Department of Education

ind che districe.
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In June the council adjourned. It will reconvene in Septem-

ber.

Findings

Community members continued to be active in the implementa-
tion of the Lau Plan by participating in the evaluation and moni-
toring of 40 Lau schools.

Monitored elementary schools (20) were examined for adher-
ence to the Lau Plan on 10 separate points related to community
involvement. Most elementary schools have established a Bilin-
gual Education Committee according to Lau directives.

Secondary schools were implementing the Lau Plan and were
becoming more consistent with the Plan's guidelines for parent
commictees.

The advisory committee has been organized, its interim
officers have been elected, and the committee is fully opera-

tional.

Tualitative Cbservations and Conclusions

The community .nvolvement component plays a vital role in

the implementation of the Lau Plan. The goals of this component

have been implemented according .o the Lau Plan.




Chapter 8

ADMINISTRATIVE ORGANIZATION (FOR IMPLEMENTING THE LAU LAN)
AND SUPPORTIVE MONITORIN” PROCEDURES

Goals

The district goals for this component are to identify the
/
administrat%ﬁe structure responsible for implementing the Lau

’ 3 3 3 »
Plan and pr¢vide monitoring procedures to support it.
¥

i

Design and Instruments for Evaluation

Evaluation of the administrative organization procedure was

conducted with the Elementary and Secondary Lau Monitoring In-
struments (detailed in Chapter 1), and by interviews with program

administrators. s

Activities

Administrations.--Area Directors of Instruction, in coopera-

tion with central office administrators and principals, super-
vised implementation of the Lau Plan. Thev met monthlv witn
administrators of the three largest programs in the district to
¢oordinite their work 1n the schools.

Between September and December 1979, the Bilingual--ESL

49
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Services Branch distributed, to the 10 adminiscrative area
offices, bilingual instructional materials costing over half a
million dollars. These materials were given to the Directors
of Instruction to house and use according to need, and are
available to bilingual teachers and advisors who work with NES/
LES youngsters.

During the spring semester, Emergency School Aid Act (ESAA)
funds purchased bilingual instructional materials to implement
the Spanish language acquisition program. The materials have
been cataloged and issued to the participants on a sign out

basis.

Monitoring.--Pursuant to the District's commitment to the
Office for Civil Rights, 20 elementary and 20 secondary schools
were randomly selected for Lau monitoring.

An orientation session on the goals and instruments of the
monitoring process was held for all team participants in Decem-
ber 1979 and January 1980. Groups represented on the Lau moni-
toring teams were administrators, teachers, community, and per-
sonnel from the area offices, Bilingual--ESL Services Branch,
and Researcn and Evaluation Branch.

Monitoring of the randomly sampled schools began in Decem-
ber and ended in April. ‘onitoring results were given to the
school principal following the visitation.

while the content remained the same as in 1973-79%, the
1979-30 monitoring instruments were expanded to show 73 elements

to inspect ind evaluate for compiiance in elementarv schools, 83

ERIC (

s Vs



in junior high, and 62 in senior high. For comparison, the

1978-79 instruments had 53 program elements for elementarv and
40 for jun‘or high schools (none for senior high). The topics
and their ratings are discussed in the appropriate chapters of

this report.

Findings

Pursuant to the district's commitment to the OGffice for
Civil Rights, 20 elementary and 20 secondary schools were ran-
domly selected for Lau in monitoring. Teams were comprised to
include community, teacher, administrator, area, Bilingual--ESL

Services Branch, and other related central office staff repre-

sentatives.

Each team was assigned a member from each of the above
designated groups. It was difficult to obtain community mem-
bers who would serve as monitors; approximately 507 of the mon-
itored schools were visited by a community representative.
Teachers, administrators, research and evaluation staff, and
bilingual office staff were represented on almost all teams.
The monitoring of the 40 schools began in December 1979 and
ended in Mav 1980. Results of the monitoring were available to
schools immediately following the visitation (Tables 1 and 2).

During spring 1980, the Office for Civil Rights analyzed
data from all district schools and declared 238 elementary and
secordary schools to be out of compliance with the Lau Plan.

Ts assist these schools in showing the contrary or in aligning

rnelr programs with the Plan, numerous area and individual




52

school meetings were conducted by the Bilingual--ESL Services
Branch (Appendix C, Memorandum 7). By June, all but one of the

238 schools were in compliance.

Qualitative Observations and Conclusions

The timeline of the monitoring was implemented as planned,
and the district mct the goals of this component as outlined in

the Lau Plan.




Chapter 9

COUNSELING AND PSYCHOLOGICAL SERVICES

according to the Lau Plan, the district will provide the
same quality and accessibility of counseling and psychological
services for NES/LES students as are provided for FES students,
using the primary language of NES/LES students whenever needed
tor effective communication.

To achieve this goal, programs were planned in five areas.

l. Recruiting and training of bilingual counselors,
counselor aiues, and psychnlogists.

2. Implementing already-developed models of counseling and
psychological services for bilingual elementary and
secondary students.

3. Providing staff development to teachers, counselors,

an!

psychologists on the needs of Lau students,
4 Creating an advisory, district-wide steering committee,

and a staff position to develop Plan activities.

(WAl

Providing district personnel with a list of public agen-

cies that could act as additional resources for working

53




with NES/LES students.

Staff of the Counseling and Psychological Services Branch
have been working with other district personnel to obtain funds
necded to more fully implement the programs planned. This chap-

ter reports the progress made in the five program areas listed.

Desizan for Evaluation

The information for this chapter was obtained from inter-
viewing personnel in counseling and psychological services,
particularly the Coordinator, Lau Implementation Team, and by

examining distric. ‘ocuments.

Activities and Findings

Recruiting and Training.--The district has established

positions of elementarv counselor (bilingual) and school psy-
choingist (bilingual). Programs for bilingual counseling as-
sistants and interns are being developed cn a school-by-school
basis. The district is developing a program with California
State University, Los Angeles, to train district bilingual per-
sonnel to become counselors, and psychologists. This program

is scheduled to begin in the winter quarter of school vear 1980-
81. This past summer a six-week program was available through
the State Department of Education :-hat enabled selected district
psvchologists to acquire proficiency in a second language (Span-
ish, Vietnamese, or Cantonese), and to receive training in non-
hiased assessment. There is growing support within the district

oy eliminate the three-year teaching experience required to be-
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come a secondary counselor. This requirement has been working
against the hiring of bilingual counselors at the secondarv

level.

Implementing Models of Services.--To the e.Cent that they

are available, bilingual school psychologists and counselors

are providing services to NES/LES students. A list of bilingual
school psychclogists, by language and area, has been compiled
for use in all area offices in September 1980. More personnel

and resources are still needed to fully implement the models.

Providing Staff Development.--The central office has been

providing staff development for area coordinators of counseling
and psychological services, school psychologists, secondary
head counselors, and elementary counselors through special in-
service programs and regular stafl meetings. At present, some
staff development has been provided for schools by counseling
and psychological services personnel, and more is scheduled.
The special district inservice team consisting of an advisor,
osychologist, and counselor is still in the planning stage.
when implemented, it will be available to schools and area
offices to train personnel in the special needs of Lau students.
In the meantime, schools have already been receiving some in-
service training _rom their administrators as well as from Edu-
cationally Impacted Schools and Raciallv Isolated Minority

Schools programs.

Continual censaltation is provided hv the central oifices




and school psychologists on case studies for Lau students.

District Committee and Staff Position.--The position of

specialist (foreign students), vacated in the fall, has been
filled. This position will supplement the efforts of the Lau
Implementation Team, especially with foreign students' tran-

script evaluation and placement.

Referral List.--3\ referral list of public agencies offering

srofessional services for NES/LES students has been compiled and

1s available in each area office.

Qualitative Observations and Conclusions

In spite of a lack of funds and available personnel, the
district has been moving forward in implementing the Lau Flan
for counseling and pyschological services. There has been an
efiort both to obtain necessary personnel and to train existing
personnel, however, more bilingual psychologists and counselors

stil! are needed.




Chapter 10

CTHER SUPPORT SERVICES

Goals

For purposes of the Lau Plan, supporting services defined as
"Other" can be divided into two categories. The first, Educa-
tional Options, includes alternative schools, community centered
classrooms, continuation educition, and opportunity schools. The
second comprises the three parts of district services referred to
as District Health Services, Student Adjustment Services Branch,
and Puril Services and Attendance Branch.

The goals of the Lau Plan for these support services are as

follows.

1. Provide the same qualityv of support services for ail
language minority students as are provided for language
majority students.

2. Establish a process through whch effective communication
is ensured in the provision of support services.

3. Prescribe an educational program that will meet the
assessed needs of NES,/LES students within District Edu-

cational Options

37
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~

Provide a program of staff development for all person-
nel involved in Other Support Services that will facil-
itate the opportunity to acquire and develop those com-
petencies necessary to provide equal benefits for each
Lau student in the district.

In Educational Options, the Lau Plan provides for the iden-
tification and assessment of NES/LES students and for meeting
their educational needs, either by an individual learning plan or

in a bilingual classroom, depending on the number of students.

Design for Evaluation

Data for this evaluation were obtained from the administra-

tor of each section and from summary printouts.

Activities for Evaluation

The Educational Options group Is comprised of four types of

schcols. A brief description of each is given below.

Alternative Schools.--Alternative schools are learning com-

munities that are less formal chan regular schools. Eatrance is
voluntary and is open to any student who resides in the district.
The curriculum is designed to meet state and district graduation

requir=ments.

Comaunityv Centered Classrooms (Tri-C).--This option serves

students who have been expelled from regular district schools or
those who are in the expulsion process The overall goal of

Tri-C is o prepare students for successful reentrv into another




educational or employment setting.

Continuation Education.--Continuaticon Education offers 16-

and 17-year-old students, who cannot otherwise function in reg-
ular high school, an opportunity to continue their education.
Individualized instruction programs allowing students to work

at their own pace provide this oppcrtunity.

Opportunity Schools.--Opportunity Schools are designed for

youths with emotional or behavioral problems and those with poor
attendance. The goal of the program is to provide temporarv
placement for adjustment purposes.

Tabie 46 gives the number of NES/LES students in each type
of Educational Options school and the program provided for them.
With the exception of continuation schools, participation by
NES/LES students has been minimesl. Since most students transfer
to one of these special schools from a regular school, it was
not surprising that there were more identified NES/LES than
rhere were BINL tests submitted (Table 46).

Establishment of the Bilingual Interpreters Center men-
rioned in the Lau Plan still awaits funding for staffing and
housing. Meanwhile, the District Health Services, Student
Adjustment Scrvices Branch, and Pupil Services and Attendance
3ranch have been making efforts on their own to better meet the
needs of [au students. Pupil Services and Attendance Branch has
Seen nirirg bilingual counselors as thev become available

Jistrict ealth Services has been successful in hirine bilinguanl
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physicians and developing a working relationship with various
community agencies, particularly in the Asian communities.
Student Adjustment Services Branch has most of its contact with
schools, minimizing the need for bilingual people; however,
whenever conferences with non-English speaking parents are nec-

essary, interpreters have been provided.

Qualitative Observations and Conclusions

The needs of Lau students are apparentlyv being met in
Educational Options schools. Outside of continuation schovuls,
rhere are a few Lau students in the Educational Options schools.
The other three parts--District Health Services, Student Adjust-
ment Services Branch, and Pupil Services and A“tendance Branch--
have been making individual efforts to meet the needs of bilin-
gual students. The continuation schools need to work toward
full implementation of the Lau Plan, and the Bilingual Inter-

preters Center should be opened, unless program needs dictate

otherwise.




Chapter 11

i EVALUATION

Goals

The district will implement an evaluation process for
obtaining ana using valid and reliable information concerning
the implementation and effectiveness of the Lau Plan. Evalua-
tion activities will report relevant findings for use in plan-
ning. develcping, maintaining, and improving programs serving

Lau students.

Activities
To meet their goals, bilingual evaluation staff members:
L. Developed step-by-step procedures from the master
design for Lau evaluation
2. Processed Basic Inventory of Natural Language (BINL)
tests and results 1
|
3 Assisted local schools with evaluation procedures for

Lau programs

4. Developed Monitoring lnstruments and vear-end School

|
|
Surmaries J
|




8.

Analvzed data from the above instruments

Participated on teams monitoring Lau programs
Conducted special studies of program effectiveaess by
means of telephone surveys, classroom observation, aud
staff interviews

Prepared midyear and year-end evaluation reports

The Bilingual Evaluation Unit of the Research and Evalua-

tion Branch will continue to plan, develop, maintain, and im-

prove evaluation activities during 1980-81, which include:

1.

2.

=~

Refining or developing and analyzing evaluative forms
writing the midyear and year-end evaluation reports
Processing BINL tests and results

Participating on school monitoring teams

Helring district personnel understand Lau evaluation

requirements
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. \umber ?f Median,
Points of Implementation for Lau . Raters® Rating'

TOENTIRFICATION

The <chool has conducted the Home
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prescribed methods and procedures:
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their own languave, 102 3.0
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| ’
: o T Nl LD D TR i J. - -7 M N
. ot TR U TN S . ,

o4
Table 1
Monitors' Ratings of Elementary Lau Implementation




65
Table 1, coatinued
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28

2.6

2.9

3.0

veel s providod

i

1

Lau punal
noappropriite carciculum me

all marer clement sy,
continwma, 10
teaching natertalsi, as

o bides
< sk1lls
-~y and

eat s ot




. 57
Table 1. continued
!
Number of Median
Po:~t: of I-pizrentation for Lau aters? Rating
|
Al . A T !
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. dJral LESL 80 2.9
2. Reading and writing 1n |
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language 72 2.7
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|
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Table 1, continued
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Tabie 1, couatinued
. Number gf Medlun‘
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|
|
|
|
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Number gf Medianl
Point~ or I-nlement.tlon for Lau laters| Rating?
school cormunicotions adhere “o tue
collowing gurd o fine~:
V. The school with 15% or more
NES LES pupils translates
oral and written communi.a-
tion 1nto their primary
language(s;. 72 3.0
b The school with fewer than
15, NLS/LES pupils uses
effective communication. ! 75 2.9
Tihe school has informed parents or
ruard.ans of NES/LES pupils atout
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Ao farents have recoived a notice
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!
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; Parcents ~r oguardians npot i
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tac aevelopment ot Individual
Learning Plan. ., 39 2.5
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Monitors' Ratings of Secondary Lau Implementation
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Table 2, continued
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Table 2, continued 7
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Table 2, continued 81

Junior High Senior High

Pornts 7 Inpismontatinn for Lau NO. of Median, | No. of Mediran
ALRaters” Ratingd | taters? Ratingb

d. [mprove leirning
conditions bv
working on
relationships
among :

) Puptils 47
}  School

personnel 43
(3) Parents and
community
members 44

N
w

! 40 1.7

(
(

S
—

40 1.4

40 1.7

ro
[

VITT.  COMYUNITY INVOLVEMENT

\. If the school has 20 or
more NES/LES students, it
has established a
Bilingual Education
Committee accordine to
following guidelines:

1. he percentaue of
NES/LES students 1s
1t least the same as
the percentavce of '
VES/LES students in
the school bhut not i
less than 505, 40 2.5 | 41 1.6
|
|
|
1

2. Parents representing
all language grouns
in the school were
invited to partici-
piate in the Bilingual
Educition Committec. 42 2.7 | 42 2.2

v, leetinus are
conducted 1n the :
primary language (<)
of the committee '
memhers as weil as inl!
tnglish. f 46

41 1.4
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| Raters® RatingD i Raters? RatinD
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]
4. Responsibilities of
the Bilingual 5
Education Committee [
are consistent with |
written guidelines Q

in the Lau Plan. : 42 41 1.4

[
i

B. School communications
adhere to the following
vuldelines:

1. Written and oral .
communications are |
provided in the ;
nrimarv languages
of anv language group
represented by 15% or
more of the total
school ponulation.

31 2.7

2. The school uses
appropriate methods
to facilitate effec-
tive communication
with all other
students whose
primary language 1is
other than English.

(0. The school has informed
narents or guardians of
NES/LES students about
the bilingual program
desiqned for their
children according to the
following guidelines:
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Table 3

BINLs Submitted for Scoring, by
Administrative Area, K-12

Test Category
Re- Tran-

Area New test sition Primary Total
1 5,784 175 1,389 2,673 10,021
2 16,315 166 2,466 6,551 25,498
3 6,123 51 716 1,823 8,713

3,678 89 802 1,258 5,827

5 18,827 168 3,152 6 999 29,146
6 14,134 163 3,147 7,093 24,537
7 10,833 92 2,322 2,310 15,557
8 8,843 52 2,407 3,0€9 14,171
9 3,770 20 970 1,193 5,557
10 3,626 60 503 272 4,461

Special

Educ.

Schocls 7% 1 1 74

Total 91,825 1,036 17,875 33,242 143,958

Note. Based on BINL Processing Center records, 1979-80.
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Table 4

Distribution and Return Rate for Summary Forms

Schools Form # n Sent n Returned % Returned
Elementary 1348, 1349 _227 421 99%
Junior high 1344, 1345, 1347 75 73 97
Senior high 1344, 1345, 13-46 49 45 92
Continuation 1344, 1345, 1346 42 31 74
Opportunity 1344, 1345, 1346 7 6 86
Elementary magnet, mid-

site, and alternative 1348, 1349 45 39 87
Junior high magnet 1344, 1345, 1347 19 8 42
Junior high midsite 1344, 1345, 1347 8 5 63
Special education 1351, 1352 23 21 91

Elementary with special
day classes 1351 86 57 66

Elemencary with special
day classes 1352 21) 146 67

Secondary with special
day classes 1351 22 20 91

Secondary with special
day classes 1352 113 75 66

Note. Based on project records, summer 1980. Accompanying each set of forms was an
appropriate checklist to be signed by the principal and returned with the completed
summary forms.
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Table 5

Primary Languages of Flewentary Mupils in DI Ps

Area

language 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 Total
Afghan 1 1 2 4
Afrikaans ! 1
Albanian 5 5

Anerican Indian

Languages:
Apache 2 9
Choctaw 3 3
Cree 5 3 8
liopi 1 1
havajo 1 1 1 5
Other American 1 4 1 6
Indian

Amharic 1 2 3
Aralbic 4 6 33 L4 19 51 10 5 178
Arienian 1 9 62 186 13 10 12 514




Table 5, continued

Area ]

Language 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 _9 10 Total
Assyrian 1 18 8 8 2 37
Bulgarian 5 1 1 3 10
Bunese: 5 1 3 9
Ceylonese 1 1
Chinese Languages:

Cantonese 26 11 27 27 105 202 298 64 11 17 788

Mandarin 18 1 4 30 2 36 10 3 25 129

‘loishanese 5 1 8 14

Other Chinese 5 5 2 5 24 1 44, 14 4 9 113
Crenle 1 1
Croatian 14 1 1 16
Czech 2 2
Danish 2 1 3
Dutch 1 9 2 3 1 1 17
Estonian 1 1
Farsi (Persian) 1 5 98 48 26 36 55 57 326




Table 5, continued

Area

Language 1 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 Total
Fijian 1 1
Fiimish 1 1 2 4
French 2 12 12 3 12 2 2 51
German 1 3 6 6 1 4 2 3 27
Greek 1 2 6 1 5 2 24
Cuamanian 1 1
Gujarati 3 2 1 3 3 3 20
tiebrew 26 35 7 36 12 24 140
Hindi 4 3 4 5 3 4 4 8 37
Hungariarn 2 4 2 6 2 1 18
Iho 1 1
Icelandic 1 2 3
Indonesian 2 3 8 3 16
Ttalian 14 2 3 5 6 13 5 2 50
Japane se 85 11 78 38 7 39 33 6 26 323
Javanesc 2 1 1 1 1 6

(X




Table 5, continued

Area
Language 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 Total
Kimer  (Cambodia) 4 11 20 19 2 56
Kovean 164 13 5 59 307 8 171 154 55 87 1,023
kurdish 1 1
Lao 23 27 17 6 2 75
Latvian 2 1 3
Lithuwnian 2 2
Malay 3 7 4 1 15
Melanesian 1 1
Nepali 1 ]
Norwey ian 1 1 2
Panjabi 1 2 2 4 ] 10
Phillipine
Languages:
Tlocaro 9 6 1 4 7 2 1 30
Pilipino 109 3 4 11 147 10 132 67 9 9 501
(Tagalog)
Gther PLillipine 3 1 1 3 4 5 2 19

(-




Tuable 5, cortinued
Area —‘

Language ___ 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 Total
Polish 1 1 3 2 1 2 10
Portuguese 2 6 1 1 6 3 19
Ronanian 12 5 b 5 ] 27
Ronany 2 2 4
Russian 2 2 163 12 Y 1 3 192
Sliodn 69 7 ] 7 2 56
Serbian 2 1 3
Serbo-Croatian 7 2 Y
Sinhalese 1 ? 1 4
flovak 3 2 ] 6
Spanish 970 1,995 605 539 1,153 1,579 2,158 1,340 578 6071 11,524
fwahili 1 1 3 5
Swedist, 1 1 1 3
Talwanese 1 1 4 2 1 7 0 2
Thai 1 1 ? 33 19 29 2 8 06
Tongn 2 1 1 4 8

,
Loy




Table 5, ¢ »tinued

Language 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 Total
Turkish 2 1 1 2 1 5 12
Ukranian 1 1
Urau 4 2 1 4 3 1 2 17
Vietnamese 39 11 4 16 279 81 181 76 27 37 751
Other Not Listed 10 5 2 9 10 8 5 2 51’
Totals 1,598 2,119 688 982 2,631 1,916 3,679 2,071 835 935 17,504

Note. Based on
(Form 1349), June

Elementary Class Summaries for L
1980.

1 Bilingual Individual Learning Programs

16




Table 6

Elementary NES/LES Pupils in BILPs,
by Administrative Area

NES/LES in BILPs: NES/LES who met criteria for:
Transition to
Total By parent Due to lack of Beginning Erglish English-only
Area N request, n 10 for class, n reading, n program, N
1 1,598 412 1,116 858 7 287
2 2,119 1,480 407 966 206
3 688 94 475 309 129
4 982 112 864 467 158
5 2,631 801 1,605 1,079 377
6 1,916 1,546 335 740 200
7 3,679 1,004 2,131 1,534 540
8 2,071 526 1,492 1,249 347
9 835 128 679 450 98
10 985 132 805 525 199
Total 17,504 6,235 9,909 8,177 2,541

Note. Based on Elementary Class Summaries for Lau Bilingual Individual Learning Programs
(Form 1349), June 1980.
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Table 7

Elementary NES/LES Pupils in BILPs, by
Administrative Area and Major Languages

Total weekly hours of

NES/LES in BILPs due to: NES/LES who met criteria for: primary language support:
a Beginning Transition to Biling.
Language Total Parent Lack of 10 English/ English-only Aides & Adults Student
and Area N request, n for class, n reading, n program, N TAs volunteers tutors
Armenian
1 1 1 1
3 1 1 1 1 -
4 9 9 5 3
5 62 2 60 20 5 21 14 64
7 386 99 120 129 6 289 24 172
8 33 32 21 3 50 18 21
9 10 10 6 2 2 6
10 12 1 12 10 3 1 4 4
Total 514 102 245 193 23 363 60 267
Cantonese
1 26 26 10 4 1 2 61
2 11 4 2 1 4 15
O
w



Table 7, continued

Total weekly hours of

NES/LES in BILPs due to: NES/LES who met criteria for: primary language support:
. a _ Eegimming Transition to Biling.
Longuage Total Parent Lack of 10 English/ English-only Aldes & Adults Student
and Area N request, n  for class, n reading, n program, N TAs volunteers tutors
Cantonese, cont.
3 27 26 20 4 6 13
4 27 25 15 7 22 8 8
5 105 18 88 56 15 112 9 41
6 298 18 272 87 57 312 16 79
7 202 46 141 47 14 175 8 39
8 64 2 59 43 5 1 5 12
9 11 11 8 2 1 6
10 17 1 16 11 3 4 1 5
Total 788 85 668 299 110 639 63 266




Table 7, continued

: Total weekly hours of
NES/LES in BILPs due to: NES/LES who met criteria for: primary language support:
a Beginning Transition to Biling.
Longuage Parent Lack of 10 English/ English-only Aides & Adults Student
anc Area request, n for class, n reading, n program, N TAs volunteers  tutors

Farsi, cont.
4
5
7
8
9

Japanese
1
3




Table 7, continued

Total weekly hours of

NES/LES in BILPs due to: MES/IES vho met criteria for: primary language support:
Lorce® Pegliming Transition to Biling.
mfﬁgn Total Parent Lack of 10 Englisin/ English-only Aides & Adults Student
d Area N request, n  for class, n reading, n program, N Ths volunteers tutors
Japanese, cont.
5 38 2 36 18 4 29 8 20
6 7 1 6 b . 1 33
7 39 1 37 21 11 54 9 21
8 33 33 20 13 -4 5 23
9 6 6 b 3 3 1
10 26 25 13 4 15 4 : 6
Total 323 30 290 163 70 384 180 241
Korean
1 164 1 155 81 27 54 15 225
2 13 1 11 6 1 2 9
3 5 5 1 b 5 2
O
o))




Table 7, continued

Language?

NES/LES in BILPs due to:

Parent

Korean, cont.

NES/LES who met criteria for:
Begimning Transition to
English/ English-only
reading, n program, N

4
5
6 2
7 2
8 154 4 152
9 55 3 53
10 87 4 87
Total 1.023 75 899
Pilipino
1 109 104
2 3 3
Q iw

Total weekly hours of
primary language support:

Biling.
Aides & Adults

TAs wclunteers tutors

Student

107 25 57 5 108
33 14 22 7 73
43 21 13 9 61

591 192 725 109 664
59 42 179 16 58

3 4 ©
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Table 7, continued

Total weekly hours of
NES/LES in BILPs due to: NES/LES who met criteria for: primary language support:
Begimning Transition to Biling.

Longuage? Total Parent Lack of 10 English/ English-only Aides & Adults Student
ad Area N request, n  for class, n reading, n program, N TAs volunteers  tutors
Pilipino, cont.
3 4 4 3 2 1
4 11 11 6 5 5 5 9
5 147 5 141 61 34 50 47 88
6 10 1 9 9 25
7 132 8 123 71 27 75 8 68
8 67 1 67 43 15 20 24 27
9 9 1 7 4 4 2 5
10 9 ' 9 6 1 10
Total 501 16 478 265 130 333 103 290
Russian
2 2 2 2 2
4 2 2 2 4

86




Table 7, continued

Language®
and Area

Total
N

NES/LES in BILPs due to:

Parent Lack of 10
request, n  for class, n

Russian, cont.

5

163
12
9
1
3

NES/LES who met criteria for:
Beginning Transition to
English/ English-only
reading, n program, N

44 111
12

52 5
3
3 4
1
2

Total weekly hours of
primary language support:

Biling.

Ades &  Adults Student
TAs volunteers tutors
154 28 70
5 1 9
2 3

2




Table 7, continued

Total weekly hours of

NES/LES in BILPs due to: NES/LES who met criteria for: primary language support:
@ Begiming Transition to Biling.
Lh:g?ag? Total Parent Lack of 10 English/ English-only Aldes & Adults Student
and Area N request, n  for class, n reading, n program, N TAs volunteers tutors
Spanish, cont.
5 1,153 638 337 433 184 2,010 200 525
6 1,579 1,477 83 663 166 5,635 376 346
7 2,158 862 947 944 363 3,520 155 587
8 1,340 507 779 796 236 2,972 203 570
9 578 123 428 318 47 1,172 266 432
10 607 117 440 328 125 1,481 147 410
Total 11,524 5,777 4,679 5,422 1,622 26,897 2,135 5,124
Vietnamese
1 39 39 14 6 17 6 22
2 11 10 4 30 13
3 4 3 2 2 5 1
H
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Table 7, continued

|
|
\
Total weekly hours of

NES/LES in BILPs due to: NES/LES who met criteria for: primary language support:
. A Eeglming Transition to Biling.
Lanzuage Total Parent Lack of 10 English/ English-only Aldes & Adults Student
ad area N request, n  for class, n reading, n  program, N TAs volunteers tutors
Vietnamese, cont.
4 16 15 9 6 5 1 12
5 279 10 26°¢ 90 17 158 10 66
6 81 17 63 11 14 61 3 3
7 181 6 169 75 18 116 13 131
8 76 76 51 4 98 22 77
9 27 1 26 9 4 23 1 32
10 37 1 35 19 4 21 7 8
Total ‘ 751 35 701 284 75 534 64 364

Note. Based on Elementary Class Summaries for Lau Bilingual Individual Learning Programs (Form 1349),
June 1980.
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Table 8

Elementary NES/LES Pupils with BILPs
in Integration and Other Programs,
by Administrative Area

Program
Magnet,
a Pair, M%d— Alter- .

Area PWT Cluster site native Other g Total
1 2 50 7 22 i 81
2 8 7 4 ; 19
3 7 29 9 ! 45
4 8 54 11 46 9 128
5 46 36 2 97 181
6 21 6 25 52
7 10 81 57 148
8 89 193 60 11 56 ( 409
9 69 135 46 32 282

10 72 189 1 104 366

Total 304 766 71 155 415 1,711

Note. Based on Elementary Class Summaries for Lau Bilingual
Individual Learning Programs (Form 1346), June 1980.

4permit With Transportation.

-




103

Table 9

Elementary Bilingual Programs (not BILPs) by
Organization Models and Administrative Area

Organizational Modelad Totzl
Area Classes
1 2 3 4 5
1 107 11 133 12 19 282
2 542 40 140 57 131 910
3 211 14 34 11 45 315
4 63 16 34 8 4 125
5 £36 27 135 58 14 670
6 499 61 159 61 93 873
7 171 39 26 18 16 270
8 219 13 91 8 13 344
9 100 7 30 13 150 :

10 38 3 17 1 10 69
Total | 2,386 231 799 247 345 4,008

Note. Based on Elementary Class Summaries (Form 1348, item A),
June 1980.

aCodes for Lau organizational models: 1 = self-contained, single
grade; 2 = self-contained, combination grades; 3 = team-teaching,
single grade; 4 = team-teaching, combination grade; 5 = itinerant-
teacher
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Table 10
Number of Elementary NES/LES Pupils Participating

in Bilingual Programs (not BILPs), by
Grade and Administrative Area

Grade

Area K 1 2 3 4 5 6 Total
1 910 876 518 354 342 240 189 | 3,429
2 2,997 2,414 1,577 1,153 1,246 780 737 | 10,904

3 1,124 918 675 446 439 350 261 | 4,213

4 365 366 207 173 168 110 83 | 1,477
5 2,278 2,186 1,590 1,409 1,128 1,092 935 | 10,618
6 2,677 2,617 1,543 1,074 1,355 982 758 | 11,006
7 941 876 540 363 447 282 176 | 3,625
8 1,304 1,011 591 427 467 301 220 | 4,321
9 358 324 209 162 184 268 225 | 1,730
10 119 123 72 58 115 68 102 657
Total |13,073 11,711 7,522 5,619 5,891 4,473 3,691 | 51,980

Note. Based on Elementary Class Summaries (Form 1348, item B-1), June

1980.

LA
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Table 11

Major Primary Languages of Elementary NES/LES Pupils
in Bilingual Programs (not BILPs), by
Administrative Area

A r e a

Language? 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 | Total
Armenian 45 59 104
Cantonese 124 587 10 721
Japanese 69 69
Korean 502 150 7 659
Pilipino 22 61 83
(Tagalog)

Spanish 3,184 10,829 4,197 1,477 9,797 10,384 3,542 4,300 1,723 657 |} 50,090
Total 3,275 10,829 4,197 1,477 10,529 11,121 3,611 4,300 1,730 657 | 51,726

Note. Based on Elementary Class Summaries (Form 1348, item B-2), June 1980.

%Includes 99% of NES/LES pupils in bilingual programs.
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Table 12 1

Primary Language Proficiency Levels
of Elementary NES/LES Pupils in
Bilingual Programs (not BILPs),
by Administrative Area

Primary Language Proficiency Levels
NES/LES Non- Limited Fupctional Proficient | Primary Lang.
Area| Total Speaker Speaker Speaker Speaker Total
1 3,429 60 208 181 243 692
2 (10,904 519 1,110 983 829 3,441
3 4,213 405 326 353 276 1,360
4 1,477 314 227 147 209 897
5 (10,618 578 1,399 1,104 1,157 4,238
6 {11,006 727 935 1,185 1,253 4,100
7 3,625 307 513 514 450 1,784
8 4,321 161 570 443 419 1,593
9 1,730 142 324 169 166 801
10 657 9 26 7 6 48
Total|51,980 3,222 5,638 5,086 5,008 18,954

Note. Based on Elementary Class Summaries (Form 1348, item B-3),
June 1980.




Table 13

Progress Information for Elementary NES/LES Pupils
in Bilingual Programs (not BILPs),
by Administrative Area

NES/LES NES/LES who met criterla for:
. Beginning Transition to
Total English/ English-only
Area N reading, n program, N
1 3,429 875 350
2 10,904 1,054 579
3 4,213 576 154
4 1,477 330 101
5 10,618 2,032 692
6 11,006 2,041 904
7 3,625 714 168
8 4,321 913 237
9 1,730 469 130
10 657 241 72
i
Total 51,980 10,245 3,387

Note. Based on Elementary Class Summaries, (Form 1348,
items B-4 and B-5), June 1980.
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Table 14

Teachers, Bilingual Aides, and TAs Assigned to
Elementary Bilingual Progzams (not BILPs), by
Lau Classification and Administrative Area

Lau Teacher Classification® g?iiﬁéuziﬁggges

Area | 1 2 3.1 3.2 4 5 Total | gnd TAsP
1 84 20 25 76 33 39 277 256
2 141 100 168 176 248 72 905 869
3 29 26 58 124 64 10 311 222
4 16 21 26 15 36 10 124 109
5 110 86 151 122 167 20 656 502
6 252 140 162 79 213 76 862 1,057
7 51 38 36 75 53 15 268 258
75 43 75 47 58 39 337 425
9 27 23 20 32 41 3 146 160
10 12 18 8 25 4 67 58

. Ua-
marked 55

Tctal| 797 515 669 746 938 288 4,108 3,976

ote. Based on Elementary Class Summaries (Form 1348, item C-1
and C-2), June 1980.

4class 1 and 2 are bilingual teachers. (See Form 1348, page 3
for descriptions of Lau teacher classification.)

b
Obtained bv dividing total number of daily hours by 3 hours.

1o
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Table 15

Elementary NES/LES Pupils in Bilingu.l Programs
(not BILPs), in Integration and Other Programs,
by Administrative Area

Program r
Magnet,
Pair, Mid- Alter- .
Area pwT? Cluster site native Other Total
1 7 24 4 35
2 33 20 31 84
3 4 8 76 88
4 33 2 35
.5 35 28 1 5 52 121
"6 36 12 1 5 45 99
7 13 163 1 32 149
8 61 238 36 6 341 /
9 4 388 1 103 496
10 86 156 13 255
Total 279 1,002 38 20 364 1,703

Note. Based on Elementary Class Summaries (Form 1348), i-em
B-7), June 1980.

3permit with Transportation.
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Table 16

Number of NES/LES Secondary Students,
by Administrative Area

Area Junior High Senior High
1 743 627
2 2,321 1,894
3 1,214 240
4 540 196
5 3,474 3,179
6 2,706 2,855
7 2,040 681
8 1,258 1.408
9 526 500
10 931 | 231
Total 15,753 11,811

Total

1,370
4,215
1,454

736
6,653
5,561
2,721
2,666
1,026
1,162

27,564

Note. Based on Secondary School Summaries (Form 1344,

item 1), June 1980.

1
o
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Table 17

Identified NES/LES Students by Program
and Administrative Area

E "ingual/
Area B;-ultqzi} ESL BILP
1 85 1,030 175
2 83 2,309 1,171
3 33 566 75
4 9 665 209
5 765 5,103 1,812
6 151 2,273 475
7 165 2,379 25
8 272 1,709 498
9 50 842 64
10 11 782 126
Total 1,624 17,658 4,630

Note. Based on Secondary School Summaries
(form 1344, item 4), June 1980.
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Table 18

Major Languages of NES/LES Students
in Junior High Schools, by
Administrative Area

Area
Uniden-
Language? 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 tifi eg Total
Armenian 1 284 32 27 2 3 1 350
Cantonese 3 2 2 8 12 9 294 31 2 363
Estonian 120 120
Korean 46 8 1 41 277 2 46 63 18 20 4 526
Mandarin 1 2 12 49 27 5 9 10 115
Persian 1 14 23 3 1 48 18 43 6 157
(Farsi)

Spanish 576 1,670 865 404 2,006 1,193 1,001 849 467 450 103 9,584
Vietnamese 11 4 4 23 141 13 89 67 17 17 16 402
Total 637 1,684 873 493 2,875 1,220 1,512 1,112 529 542 140 11,617
Note. Based on Secondary School Summaries (Form 1347), June 1980.
8Includes 94% of NES/LES students in junior high schools. -
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Table 19

Major Languages of NES/LES Students
in Senior High Schools, by
Administrative Area

Area

Language? 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 Total
Armenian 262 72 10 3 347
Cantonese 11 170 137 93 6 13 3 433
Korean 16 1 5 219 35 26 19 12 333
Persian

(Farsi) 20 20 1 19 45 11 116
Pilipino

(Tagalog) 10 17 1 35 5 1 5 74
Spanish 253 706 179 124 1,475 947 353 644 182 79 4,942
Thai 1 1 1 47 6 6 4 3 69
Vietnamese 30 10 8 264 13 68 48 12 23 476
Total 321 718 179 158 2,474 1,098 663 764 279 136 6,790

Note. Based on Secondary School Summaries (Form 1346), June 1980.

@Includes 947 of NES/LES students in senior high schools.

€11
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Table 20

Summary of NES/LES Students by
ESL Class Levels and Area
(Junior High)

Area Beginning Intermediate  Advanced A Advanced B Total

1 365 190 119 57 731
2 835 629 98 134 1,696

3 535 205 107 36 883

4 209 222 119 28 578

5 1,851 827 328 106 3,112

6 588 422 222 0 1,232

7 . 996 377 116 105 1,59
457 333 261 157 1,208

9 265 179 78 29 551

10 222 211 86 59 578
No Code? 56 60 41 0 157
Total 6,’32 3,655 1,575 711 12,320

Note. Based on Secondary School Summaries (Form 1347), June 1980.

d8Area not coded.
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Table 21

Summary of NES/LES Students by
ESL Class Levels and Area
(Senior High)

Area Level 1 Level II ievel III Level 1V Total
1 86 108 57 97 348

2 234 206 176 112 728

3 95 36 23 .25 179

4 30 47 46 61 184

5 817 734 592 500 2,643

6 265 365 236 244 1,110

7 223 183 202 113 721

9 41 65 83 122 311
10 39 37 5S4 29 159
Total 2,037 2,008 1,687 1,488 7,220

Note. Based on Secondary School Summaries (Form 1346), June 1980.

8 207 227 218 185 837
|
|
|
|




Table 22

ESL Program Classes Offered, Based
on School Master Schedule

Introduction to Intermediate Reading Orientation U.S. History
Area English Reading Reading Skills Math & Guidance & Geography

18 11 5 22 5 8
30 27 27 64 24 23
11 7 2 28 7 6

SHWwN

24 9 11 28 17 11
67 61 50 103 36 L5
41 33 21 55 22 18
39 21 8 50 10 16
28 24 15 31 15 17

W o 8 O u»;

13 9 9 11 9 8
10 21 14 15 21 10 11

Total 292 215 163 413 155 163

Note. Based on Secondary School Summaries (Form 1344, item 7), June 1980,

911



Table 23

Bilingual Program Classes Offered, Based
on School Master Schedule

Primary
Language

Orientation

U.S. History

Area Comm. Skills Math & Guidance & Geography
1 2 2 2 2
2 6 21 12 7
3 4 3 1 1
4 1 0 0 1
5 13 16 3
6 11 22 7 4
7 19 2 12
8 2 5 1 1
9 2 5 L 2
10 1 1 1 1
Total 49 9% 39 34

Note. Based on Secondary School Summaries (Form 1344,

item 6), June 1980.
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Table 24

ESL Teachers Assigned to ESL Programs

Introduction to Intermediate Reading Orientation U.S. History -

Area English Reading Reading Skills Math & Guidance _ & Geography

10 4 4 0 4 0
2 24 23 18 0 12 0
3 9 ‘ 7 2 0 6 0
4 21 6 9 0 2 0
5 49 49 40 0 16 0
6 26 20 10 ’ 5 0
7 25 10 8 0 6 0
8 12 15 9 5 7 0
9 6 7 7 n 2 0
10 19 7 4 0 5 0

Total 201 148 111 0 65

Note Based on Secondary School Summaries (Form 1344, item 7), June 1980.




Table 25

Bilingual Teachers Assigned to ESL Programs

Introduction to Intermediate Reading Orientation U.S. History
Area  English Reading  Reading = Skills =~ Math & Guidance & veography
1 11 5 1 14 1 3
2 18 12 8 38 20 18
3 6 2 1 0 4 3
4 4 2 4 8 0 3
5 17 6 7 24 16 25
6 24 14 8 40 18 12
7 17 14 4 38 7 13
8 12 15 6 10 16 11
9 11 5 6 11 7 6
10 5 4 7 4 3 1
Total 125 79 52 187 92 95
Note. Based on Secondary School Summaries (Form 1344, item 7), June 1980,

611
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Table 26

Bilingual Teachers Assigned
to Bilingual Programs

Primary

Language Orientation U.S. History
Area Comm. Skills Math & Guidance & Geography

1 2 2 2 2

2 5 19 11 7

3 4 1 1 0

4 1 0 0 1

5 12 13 6 1

6 7 9 3 3

7 7 19 2 12

1 0 0 0

9 2 5 4 2

10 1 1 1 1

Total 42 69 30 29

Note. Based on Secondary Summaries (Form 1344, item 6),
June 1980.




Table 27

Background and Training of Secondary ESL Teachers
(Junior and Senior High)

English ESL

Major/Minor Methods

| Area Yes No Yes No
|

1 32 22 31 23

2 50 28 55 23

3 28 9 32 5

4 24 10 21 13

5 143 41 133 51

6 49 28 64 13

7 40 32 48 24

46 28 58 16

9 28 9 34 3

10 20 15 27 8

Total 460 222 503 179

Note. Based on Secondary School Summaries
(Form 1345), June 1980.
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Table 28

Bilingual Aides and Tutors Assigned
to ESL Program Classes

Introduction to  Intermediate Orientation  U.S. History
Englisl. xeading  Reading Reading Skills Math & Guidance & Geography
Area Aide Tutor Aide Tutor Aide Tutor Aide Tutor  Aide Tutor  Aide Tutor
1 18 4 8 0 2 1 15 5 4 2 5 0
2 18 0 16 1 17 1 35 3 13 1 6 3
3 7 0 2 0 1 0 21 0 5 0 2 0
4 20 3 ) 0 0 30 5 15 0 5 0
5 28 21 15 11 15 2 109 5 54 4 43 4
6 23 7 21 4 15 3 35 1 13 0 12 3
7 18 0 9 0 5 2 32 1 3 1 5 0
16 1 8 1 5 18 5 5 2 5 5
9 9 1 4 1 7 1 4 5 9 1 3 1
10 15 3 4 2 6 3 11 2 5 3 1 0
Total 172 40 93 20 73 17 310 32 126 "l4 87 16
e e
Note. Based on Secondary School Summaries (Form 1344, item 7), June 1980. "Total aides" to
divided by 3 hours = estimated actual number of aides.
o i £




Table 29

Bilingual Aides and Tutors Assigned to
Bilingual Program Classes

Primary
Language Orientation U.S. History
Comm. Skills Math & Guidance Geography
Area Aides Tutors Aides Tutors Aides Tutors Aides Tutors
1 2 0 2 2 2 0 2 0
2 5 0 10 2 2 1 1 0
3 3 0 1 1 0 0 0 0
4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
5 0 0 10 0 6 0 1 0
6 7 1 7 0 4 0 3 0
7 6 0 14 1 1 0 5 0
8 1 0 6 0 0 0 0 0
9 1 0 3 0 4 0 1 0
10 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0
Total 26 1 54 ) 19 1 14 0
—
- - e e N
(9%
Note. Based on Secondary School Summaries (Form 1344, item 6), June 1980.
"Total aides" divided by 3 hours = estimated actual number of aides. ‘

Q Yo
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Table 30

ESL iide and Tutor Periods Per Week,
by Administrative Area

Area Aide Periods Tutor Periods
1 512 192
2 1,087 94
3 380 145
4 237 52
5 1,075 250
6 988 132
7 954 47
8 632 167
9 316 64
10 430 55

Total 6,611 1,198

Note. Based on Secondary School Summaries
(Form 1344, item 10), June 1980.

S,
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Table 31

Students Meeting Transition Criteria

Area Bilingual to ESL ESL to Regular
1 0 203
2 85 260
3 L 78
4 4 149
5 98 565
6 74 318
7 101 159
8 123 466
9 7 298
10 4 175

Total 540 2,671

Note. Based on Secondary School Summaries
(Form 1344, item 8), June 1980

LYy
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Table 32

Esparfiol, Level C, CTBS Testing Results for
NES/LES Students (Junior High only)

No. of Students No. of Students

Area Passing? not Passing
L 181 27
2 839 112
3 106 32
4 104 21
5 961 283
6 375 89
7 393 105
8 474 96
9 215 81
10 124 12
Total 3,772 858

Note. Based on Secondary School Summaries (Form 1344,
item 2), June 1980. Level C was used throughout the
year as a screening test of literacy for junior high
school students whose primary language is Spanish and
the results helped in program placement.

4students receiving a passing score were placed in an
ESL program.

bStudents not receiving a passing score were placed in
a bilingual/bicultural program.
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Table 33

Parent-Student Consultations

Area

N

W 0 N O u»n o~ W

10

Total

No. of Parents

Informed of

No. of Students
No. of Student Whose Parents
Withdrawals by Were Consulted

BILP Placement Parents on BILPs
149 2 328
454 1 84
209 1 191

13 0 130
922 11 733
513 1 362
704 1 215
425 10 1,192
137 6 72
273 4 518

3,799 37 3,825

Note.

Based on Secondary School Summaries (Form 1344,
item 2), June 1980.




Table 34

NES/LES Students from Other Attendance Areas,
Participating in Integration Program

Educational Magnet/ Pair/
Area Options PWT Alternative Cluster Midsite Other
1 0 0 0 0 0 1
2 0 4 0 0 0 68
3 0 3 0 0 0 0
4 1 24 0 0 4b 0
5 0 2 0 0 0 78
6 10 0 24 17 0 66
7 1 137 0 0 0 21
8 0 174 6 2 34 10
9 0 68 4 97 0 10
10 2 67 6 417 0 3
Total 14 479 40 533 78 257

Note., Based on Secondary School Summaries (Form 1344, item 9), June 1980.
"Other" include students on opportunity transfer and interdistrict permits.




Table 135

Special Education Lau Students Identified by
Parent Interview. by Type of School,
Handicap and Language

Language

Type of School
and Handicap Armmenian  Cantonese Japanese Korean Spanish Pilipino Other | Total

Spec. Ed. Schools

MR 4 4 ) 305 11 23 353
Autistic 3 2 14 1 3 23
Aphasic 2 2
Hearing Impaired 2 3 102 1 4 112
MH 3 129 4 4 140
DCH 1 1 1 135 4 142
Other 1 1 41 1 4 48
Total 5 10 6 11 728 18 42 820

Elementary Schools

Autistic 5 1 6
Aphasic 141 1 142
Hearing Impaired 1 2 89 10 102
MH 1 1

0 1 0 2 236 1 11 1 251

1y,
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Table 35, continued

Type of School
and Handicap

Language

Armenian

Cantonese

Japanese Korean Spanish Pilipino

Secondary Schools

1TMR

Aphasic

Hearing Impaired
| MH

Other

Total

.

-

28

Note. Based un Special Education Class Summaries

(Form 1351, items A and B-2), June 1984
!
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Table 36

Special Education Lau Students Identified by
Parent Interview, by Type of School, Handicap
and Degree of English Fluency

Primary Language Spoken with:
Type of School Some English Tnter-
and tandicap No Eng'ish English changeably Total

Spec. Ed. Schools

TMR

Auti-tic

Aphasic

Hearing Impaired
MH

NCH

Other
Total

Elementary Schools

Autistic
Aphasic
Hearing Impaired

MH

Total




Table 36, continued

Primary Language Spoken with:

Type of School Some English Inter-

and Handicap __ | No English English changeably Total
Secondary Schools

T™MR 1 1
Aphasic 2 3 5 15
Hearing Impaired 9 9
MH 1 1 2
Other 1 1
Total 2 19 7 28

Note. Based on Special Education Class Summaries (Form 1351,
June 1980.

items A and B-1),




Table 37

Special Education NES/LES Students Identified by BINL,
by Language, Type of School and Handicap

Language

Type of School
and Handicap Armmenian  Cantonese  Japanese Korean Spanish Pilipino Other | Tc “al

Spec. Ed. Schools

Unidertified 4 4
EH 5 5
OH/OHI 3 3 106 5 117
Visually Handicapped 1 1 40 42
Pregnant Minors 2 2
Other 23 23
Total 4 4 180 5 193

Elementary Schools

Unidentified 1 1
EH 1 2 392 1 9 1 405
EMR 3 4 2 2 176 0 3 190
Other 1 1 2

Total 3 5 2 5 569 1 13 598




Table 37, continued

Language

Type of School
and Handicap Armenian  Cantonese  Japanese Korean Spanish Pilipino  Other | Total

Secondary Schools

FH 1 60 1 62
EMR 1 58 1 3 63
Visually Handi-

capped/blind 2 2
Other 8 1 9
Total 1 1 128 ] 5 136

Note. Based on Specil Education Class Summaries (Form 1352, item B-4), .June 1980.
Identified by BINL as NES/LES; language, by HLS.




Tabie 38 135

IEP Description for Special Educatica NES/LES Students
Identified by BINL, by Type of
School and Handicap

IEP that includes:

Tspe of School Bilingual
and Handicap ESL Program Total

Spec. Ed. Schools

EH 2 | 2
CH/OHI 31 63 } 94
Visually Handicapped 43 43
Pregnant Minors 2 2
Other 1 ‘ 1
Total 36 106 142

Elementary Schools

EH 158 30 188
{

EMR 140 5 145

Other 2 2

Total 300 35 335

Secondary Schools

EH 10 8 18
EMR 7 1 8
7isually Handicapped 2 1 3
Other 2 2
Toral 21 10 31

lote. Based on Special Education Class Summaries (Form 1352,
iZem C-1)., June 1980.
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Table 39
Instructional Program Placement for NES/LES Students
Identified by BINL, by Type of School and Handicap
(Regular Schools Only)
Special Day Class Other Classes
Type of School Bilingual Bilingual Bilingual
and Handicap and ESL and ESL ESL Program Total
Elementary Schools
Unidentified 1 1
EH 64 10 94 4 172
EMR 35 4 92 1 132
Other 2 2
Total 101 14 187 5 307
Secondary Schools
EH 14 1 4 19
EMR 17 2 5 1 25
Total 31 3 5 5 44

}Note. Based on Special Education Class Summaries (Form 1351, item C-2), June 1980.

L.




Table 40 137

Progress Information for Special Lducation

Elementary NES/LES Pupils Identified
by BINL, Type of school, and Handicap

NES/LES who met criteria for:

Beginning Transition to
Type of School English/ English-only
and Handicap reading, N program, N
Spec. Ed. Schools
Unidentified
EH 1 1
OH/OHI 25 15
Visually Handicapped 2 1
Other 1
Total 29 17
Elementary Schools
Unidentified, 1 1
EH 121 82
EMR 61 16
Other 1
Total 184 99

Note. Based on Special Education Class Summaries (Form 1352,
items B-2 and B-4), June 1980.




Table 41 138

ESL Tnformation for Special Education Secondary
NES/LES Students Identified by BINL, by
Tvpe of School and Handicap

ESL Level

Type of School
and Handicap I II IIT IV Total
Spec. Ed. Schools

OH/OHI 5 8 3 1 17
Pregnant Minors 2 2
Total 7 8 3 1 19
Secondary Schools

EH 12 6 2 1 21
EMR 25 3 1 2 31
Visually Handicapped 1 1
Other 2 2
Total 40 9 3 3 55

Note. Based on Special Education Class Summaries (Form 1352,
item B-4), June 1980.




Table 42

Personnel Providing Primary Language for Special Education

NES/LES Students Identified by BINL, by Type

of School and Handicap

Unduplicated count of special
education teachers:

Duplicated count of
support personnel:

B fluency ‘Monoling. Itin- Primary
Type and School w/biling. w/biling. erant Lab. lang.
and Handicap A fluency aide aide tchr. aide tchr. Other | Total
Spec. Ed. Schools .
Unidentified 1 1
EH 3 3
OH/OHI 5 1 18 16 5 6 51
Visually Handicapped 9 9
Pregnant Minors 1 1
Other ; 6 6
3

Total 5 1 18 { 25 5 0 17 71
Elementary Sch wls

Unidentified 1 1
kEH 2 2 31 1 2 11 39 88
EMR 2 11 2 2 12 29
Other 1 1
Total 2 4 42 1 4 13 53 %é?

"y oe
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Table 42,

continued

Unduplicated count of special

education teachers:

Duplicated count of
support personnel:

B fluency Monoling. Itin- Primary
Type and School w/biling. w/biling. erant Lab. lang.
and Handicap A fluency aide aide tchr. aide tchr.  [Other | Total
Secondary Schools
EH 2 1 10 2 3 18
BR 4 1 5 10
Visually Handicapped ‘1 1
Total 2 1 14 0 0 3 9 29
Note. Based on Special Education Class Summaries (Form 1352, item C-3), June 1980

o771




Tab'e 43

Number of Bilingual Teachers,
by Level and Language

—
Elementary Junior High Senior High
Level Level Level

Language . A B A B A B Total
Cantonese 35 13 9 3 6 66
Japanese 30 22 8 2 5 1 68
Korean 29 2 11 2 44
Pilipino

(Tagalog) 43 11 6 6 3 69
Spanish 1,419 788 345 125 218 62 2,957
Serbo-Croation 2 2 1 5
Total 1,558 836 381 136 235 03 3,209
e i -

Note. Based on Rerort QROO7R01l, June 1989.

(OSSN
~




Number of Education Aides,

142
Table 44

by Larguage

Language Total
Arabic 1
Armenian 9
Cantonese 55
Japanese 23
Korean 40
Khmer 3
Laotian 3
Samoan 1
Spanish 2,998
Tagalog 16
Vietnamese 7

Total 3,156

Note. Based on district personnel records,

June” 1980.




Table 45

District Language Fluency Test Results for
Current and Newly Recruited Staff

143

Language 5 Level & Level B Failed

Total

Armenian % 11 9 0 20

Cantonese ! 1 5 2 8

Spanish % 270 425 144 839
|

Total 282 439 146 867

Note. Based on Bilingual Staffing Unit records, July 1979
through January 1980.




Table 46

Lau Summary Data for Educational Option Schools

Type of Schools

Category Opportunity  Coniinuation  Alternative Tri-C
. BINL tests submitted 11 83 0 0
Number of identified NES/LES students 6 100 2 0
Scudents in ESL program 0 14 0 0
Studernits on individual learning plans 6 71 0
ESL class aide hours per week 0 23 0 0
ESL class tutor hours per week 0 10 0 0

Note. Based on School Summaries, June 1980, and on B:i:NL records for 1979-80.
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Gloussary of Special Terms




GLOSSARY OF SPECIAL TERMS

Aide.--A paraprofessional employee who assists a teacher

in the classroom.

BEST (Basic Elementary-Secondary Test in reading and mathe-
matics).--This is a screening achievement test written by spe-
cially-funded Research and Evaluation LAUSD staff. It may be
used as a determinant of student eligibility for compensatory
education programs or as one of the criterion measures for tran-
sition for elementary Lau pupils. It tests basic skills in both
reading and mathematics; maximum testing time is 3C minutes for
each section; it has seven levels, for Grades K through 12; it
can be machine or hand scored; it can be given to one child or
to a group; it correlates well with the CTBS; it is not a diag-

nostic test; and it is not standardized.

Bilingual/Bicultural Program.--This is a system of instruc-

tion which uses two languages, one of which is English, as a
means of instruction. ‘It buiids upon and expands the existing
language skills of each participating student, to enable the
student to achieve competency in his or her primary language 2.4
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in English. This instruction should include.

1.
2.

Daily instruction in English as a Second Language.
Language development in the student's primary language.
Reading in the student's primary language where appro-
priate.

Selected subjects taught in the student's primary
language as is appropriate.

Develcpment of an understanding of customs and values
of the cultures associated with the languages being
taught, as well as an understanding of the history and

culture of California and the United States.

Bilingual/Biliterate Aide.--An aide fluent in reading and

speaking

both English and the primary language of the NES/LES

pupils in a bilingual/bicultural program, and familiar with the

cultural

neritage of the NES/LES pupils assigned.

.

BILP (Bilingual Individual Learning Program).--The Lau Bi-

lingual Individual Learning Program is provided wherever there

are insufficient bilingual personnel or the parent requests

withdrawal from a full bilingual/bicultural program. An indi-

vis-ial program provides ESL instruction and support in the pri-

mary language for developing concepts in the content. areas.

L (Basic Inventorv of Natural Language).--Written by

Charles M. Herbert, PhD, CHECpoint Systems, San Bernardiro,

California, 1977. The BINL is a standardized criterion-

referenced system that assesses oral language dominance. fluency,

~ -
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complexity, and development or growth in one or more languages.

It may be given individually or in small groups.

Certificated.--School district personnel who have the

appropriate credentials to be teachers or administrators.

Classified.--School district perconnel who work in non-

teaching positions, e.g., the bilingual/biliterate aide.

Competency Test.--A criterion-referenced test designed to

measure basic skills and/or life-experience skills.

Continuum.--A list of appropriate instructional steps con-
sisting of various skill levels which include primary language

and ESL levels.

Criteria for reading in English

1. Roman alphabet languages: passed Moreno Test with 307
mastery, and achieved basic reading comprehension in
primary language.

2. Other than Roman alphabet languages. completed Level 1
of H200+ measured by MYoreno Test and completed English
readiness skills;

OR
reads in primary languagz and i: competent in English
reading readiness skills.

3 Individual learning plarn: completed Level 1 of H200+
as measured by Moreno Test and pcssesses reading skills

for English reading.

™
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CTBS (Comprchensive Tests of Basic Skills).--Published by
California Test Bureau, McGraw-Hill, the CTBS is a standardized
group test of fundamental skills in reading’, language, and math-
ematics (and selected other areas, such as social studies). So
far, four English forms are available (Q, R, S, and T) and seven
levels for Grades K through 12. The CTBS has been used widely

in the district. A Spanish edition, the CTBS Espanol, is also

available.

Curriculum Model.--This term refers to an appropriate Lau

curriculum that reflects the unique linguistic and cultural
characteristics of the student population it serves. Models are
desizned for students who speak Roman alphabet languages, who
speak non-Roman alphabet languages, who have a Bilingual Learn-
ing Program, or who are classified as FES requiring supplemental

educacion.

ESAn (Emergency School Aid Act).--Federal legis.ation

enacted to assist scnhool districts with desegregation integra-

tion efforts.

ESL (English as a Second wranguage).--An intensive, struc-

tured program to learn English.

ESL Levels.--The junior high school ESL steps correspond

to the senior high, as follows
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Junior High Senior High
Beginning Level 1T
Intermediate Level II
Advanced A Level III
Advanced B Level IV

FES (Eunctional-gnglish-§peaking).--Students w. »se oral
English ability ranges from functional to complex, as determined

by the BINL.

Fluency Levels.--For teachers:

A-level fluency requires sufficient fluency in a lan-
guage to be able to use it as a medium of instruction
in all parts of the curriculum. '

B-level fluency requires sufficient knowledge of a lan-
guage at a level which will serve to improve communica-

tion with speakers of the language.

HLS (Home Language Survey).--A survey completed by the
patents or guardians of all students, K-12, to identify students

from non-English backgrounds.

Language Delivery Systems.--A method of teaching to facil-

itate both language and concept development.

Language Proficiency.--Refers to the degree to which an

individual demonstrates his linguistic competeuce in a language,

regardless of how that language may have been acquired.
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Lau Student Profiles (Elementary and Secondary) .--Forms

provided by the Bilingual-ESL Services Branch for schools to
use to collect data for each NES/LES student on language assess-
ment , achievement level, prescribed program, and transitional

steps for regular school program placement.

LES (Limited-English-Speaking).--Students whose oral
English ability ranges from partial to functional as determined

by BINL.

YMagnet School.--A school designed for desegregation pu~--

poses to attract students on a voluntary basis.

Midsite School.--A school designed for desegregation pur-

~

poses, and situated at a convenient location.

Monolingual Teacher.--A teacher who speaks only English.

National Origin Minority Children.--Students who come from

a home where a language other than English is spoken.

NES (Non-English-Speaking).--Students whose oral English

ability ranges from no English to partial English, as determined

by BINL.

negem o
LA

Organizational Mcdels for Bilingual Programs.--The bilin-

gual personnel in each organizational model are responsible for

primary language development. There are five basic models.

N
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1. Self-Contawined-Single-Grade. This model is employed

for 10 to 20 NES/LES students of the same language in
the same grade.

2. Self-Contained-Combination-Grade. This model applies

when the combination of NES/LES students of the same
primary language in two consecutive grades is 20 or
less.

3. Team-Teaching-Single-Grade. This model is employed

where there are 21-40 NES/LES students of the same
primary language in the same grade.

4. Team-Teaching-Combination-Grade. This model is used

when there are 10-20 NES/LES students in each of two
consecutive grades.

5. Itinerant Teacher Model. The Itinerant Teacher Midel

always requires a bilingual teacher who will work with
NES/LES students within their regular classroom. The
regular monolingual English-spgaking teachers respon-
sible for the education of NES/LES students being

served under this model will be assisted by a bilingual/

biliterate aide.

Prima~y Language.--The first language a child learned, or

the language which is spoken in the child's home.

PES (Proficient-Englich-Speaking).--Students whose oral

English ability equals or surpasses the level of complexity

achieved by his English-speaking-only peers.
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Special Education Classes.--Six major groups are Lau par-

ticipants:
e EH:
e EMR:
e [MH:
e OH:
e TMR:

&

Educationally Handicapped
Educable Mentally Retarded
Multihandicapped
Orthopedically Handicapped

Trainable Mentally Retarded

Staff Development.--Preservice and inservice training for

teachers, other professional staff, aides, and volunteers. Such

training e¢nables participants to provide specific support to the

instructional program and to better understand and meet the

needs of all children.

Teacher Class (elementary conly).--

Class I: teacher with bilingﬁal certificate of
competence or credential.

Class II: tilingual teacher certificated as A or
B level, on state waiver.

Class III: monolingual English-speaking te.cher, on
state waiver.

Class IV: monolingual English-speaking teacher,
not on state waiver.

Class V: monolingual teacher team teaching %

Class 1 or Class II teacher.

Random Sample.--A selection of individuals so chosen that

{ s

“
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all had an equal chance to be selected, and the selection of
one had no influence on the selection of any bther. Example:

drawing Bingo numbers £rom a bowl.

Transition Criteria (Elementary Only).--In order to move

into an English-only instructional prog-am, a pupil musf meet
all four of the follewing criteria:

1. be recommended by the teacher;

2. be identified as FES on the BINL;

3. have scored no lower than one stangard deviation beliow
the mean on a standardized test of reading and math;
and

4. be recommended by the local administrator after consul-

tation with staff and parents.

Waiver.--A form requested by‘the state requiring districts
to identify teachers assigned to a bilingual program without a
“certificated of competency, a standard credential with a bilin-

gual emphasis, or a bilingual specialist credential.

L

e
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and Instructions




SUBJECT:

II.
III.
IVO

II.

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
Research and Evaluation Branch
Bilingual Evaluation Unit

156

Memorandum No. 5
September 20, 1979

TESTING ELEMENTARY PUPILS WITH THE BASIC INVENTCRY OF
NATURAL LANGUAGE (BINL), 1979-1980.

Assessment Procedures for BINL English Proficiency Testing
Students To Be Assessed with the BINL in English

Pupils To Be Assessed with the BINL in Primary Language
BINL Computer Printouts and Labels

Return of BINL Score Sheets

Assessment Procedures for BINL English Proficiency Testing

A. The BINL must be given by a certificated teacher who has bee
trained through: .

the trainer-of-trainer inservice, August 1978.

an inservice provided at the local school by a teacher
trained at the trainer-of-trainer inservice.

an inservice provided by the area bilingual advisor.

B. There must be at least 10 language samples that best reflect the
pupil's natural language to ensure a valid score for each pupil.

The student's responses are to be transcribed by the teacher from
the recording tape to the BINL individual oral scores sheets (I0S).
The tapes may be erased after transcription. Additional forms
forms may be requested from the Bilingual/ESL Service Branch,
625-6743.

Students To Be Assessed with the BINL in English
A. New Errollees

1. New pupils whose Home Language Survey indicated other than
English as a response to one of the first three questions
must be given the BINL.

2. Procedure for testing new enrollees:

Obtain Home Language Survey.

Place Home Language Survey in cumulative record folder.
Administer the BINL in English to students indicating a
Primary Language or Home Language other than English.
Print pupil's language in the upper left corner of the
test. (Example: HLS--Spam‘shf

Complete pupil information grid in the upper right
corner of the score sheet, except student number.

Mark an "X" in the pretest box and write the date of test.
Number each language sample from 1 through 10.

Write the number of words in each language sample in
Column C, headed "Fluency."
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3. BINL score sheets for new enrollees must be grouped by grade
and by teacher with a paper clip.

B. Transition Criteria

1. NES/LES pupils who are ready for transition to a program of.
English-only instruction must be given the BINL.

T-ansition Criteria Lau Plan, page(s) .
. Recommended by teacher 95-56 ’
. Identified a~ FES on BINL 56
. >cored at or above the 16th 57

percentile on a standarized

test of reading and math

Recommended by local admin- 57
istrator after consultation

with parent and staff.

2. Procedure for testing pupils as part of transition criteria:

. Administer the BINL in English.]

. Print "TRANSITION" in the upper left corner.

. Complete punil information in the upper right corner of
the score sheet.
Print BINL identification number on the "STUDENT NUMBER"
line. The identification number appears next to the

child's name on the BINL label.

Mark an "X" in the posttest box and record the date of test.
Number each language sample from 1 through 10.

Write the number of words per sample in Column C, headed
"Fluency."

C. Retesting

1. A pupil may be reassessed when a parent or quardian, teacher, or
school site administrator expresses a reasonable doubt about
the accuracy of the pupil's language classification.

2. Procedure for testing in case of reasonable doubt:

. Re-administer the BINL in English using a new
individual Oral Score Sheet.
Print "RETEST" on the upper left corner of the test.
Number each language sample from 1 through 10.
Write the number of words per sample in Column C,
headed "Fluency."
Place the original 8INL label over pupil information
grid in the upper right corner of the score sheet.
Mark an "X" in pretest box and record date of test.

14




III. Pupils To Be Assessed with BINL “n Primary Language

1. The BINL is to be used as a diagnostic instrument in the primary
language component of a bilingual program, grades K-6. (Refer
to Lau Plan, p. 48.) Identified K-6 NES/LES pupils participating
in a bilingual program described in the district Lau Plan must be
tested in the primary language. Pupils with an Individual Learn-" >
ing Program (ILP) need not be tested in the primary language.
The BINL is to be administered by the person responsible “or the
pupil's primary language component.

2. Procedure for primary language proficiency testing:

Administer the BINL in the primary language of pupil.
Complete the pupil information grid in the upper right
corner of the score sheet.

Indicate primary language on the line labeled "Language
Being Tested.”

Number each language sample from 1 through I0.

Write the number of words per sample in Column C, headed
"Fluency."

Iv. BINL Computer Printouts and Labels

BINL computer printouts (Reports 20 and 25) and individual labels will

be sent to each school with the original BINL score sheets. The label

is to be placed on the student's cumulative record marked "Findings and
Recommendations by Elementary Counselor."

V. Return of BINL score sheets to Processing Center
A. Check each score sheet to be sure that:
1. Reason for testing is indicated in upper left corner.
2. Pupil information grid is complete.
3. Word count for each language samonle in Column C, headed
"Fluency."
4. Date of pretest or posttest.

B. Envelopes for BINL score sheets addressed as follows:

Research and Evaluation Brancn
BINL Processing Center
G-285

For further assistance, please call Miyeko Heishi, Research and Evaluation
Branch, 625-6367.

APPROVED: HAQRY HANDLER, Deputy Superintendent

DISTRIBUTION: A1l Slerentary School Principals and Bilingual Coordinators
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Bilingual Evaluation Unit
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( Memorandum No. 6
September 20, 1979

SU3JZCT: TESTING SECONDARY STUDENTS WITH THE BASIC INVENTORY OF
NATURAL LANGUAGE (BINL), 1979-1980.

I. Assessment Procedures for BINL English Proficiency Testing
II. Students To Be Assessed with the BINL
III. BINL 'Computer Printouts and Labels -

V. Return of BINL Score Sheets

Fd

I. Assessment Procedures for BINL English Proficiency Testing

A. The BINL must be given by a certificated teacher or counselor who
who has been trained through:

. the trainer-of-trainer inservice, August 1978.
an inservice provided at the local school by a teacher or
counselor trained at the trainer-of-trainer inservice.
an inservice provided by the zrea bilingual advisor.

B. There must be at least 10 language samples that best reflect the
( student's natural language to ensure a valid score for each student,

C. The student's responses are to be transcribed by the teacher or
counselor from the recording tape to the BI*! individual oral
scores sheet (I0S). The tapes may be erased after transcription.
Additional forms may be requested from the Bilingual/ESL Services
Branch, 625-6743.

| 5
|
.

Students To 3e Assessed with the BINL in English
A. New Enrollees

1. New students whose Home Language Survey ina cated a ianguage
other than English as a response to one of the Tirst three
questions must be given the BINL. ‘

Procedure for testing new enrollees:

Obtain Home Language Survey.

Place Home Language Survey in cumulative record folder.
Administer the BINL in English to students indicating a
Primary Language or Home Language other than English.
Print student's language in the upper left corner

of the test. (Example: HLS--Spanish)

Complete student information grid in the upper right
corner of the score sheet, except student number.

Mark an "X" in the pretest box and write the date of test.

(g
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: . Number each language sample from 1 though 10.
( . Write the number of words in each language sample in
Column C, headed "Fluency."

3. BINL score sheets for new enrollees must be grouped by grade
and by teacher and/or counselor with a paper clip.

B. Retesting

1. A student may be reassessed when a parent or guardian, teacher,
or school site administrator expresses a reasonable doubt about
the accuracy of the student's language classification.

2. Procedure for testing in case of reasonable doubt:

Re-administer the BINL in English using a new individual
Oral Score Sheet.

. Print "RETEST" on the upper left corner of the test.

. Numover each language sample from 1 through 10.

. MWrite the number of wordc per sample in Column C, headed
"Fluency."

. Place the original BINL label over student information
grid in the upper right corner of the score sheet.
Mark an "X" in pretest box and record date of test.

( III. BINL Computer Printouts and Labels

BINL computer printouts (Reports 20 and 25) and individual labels will o
be sent to each school with the original BINL score sheets. The label

is to be placed on the student's cumulative record under Section 15,

entitled "HEALTH."

Iv. Return of BINL score sheets to Processing Center

A. Check each score sheet to be sure that:

1. Reason for testing is indicated in upperteftcormer. ——

2. The student information grid is complete.

3. Word count for each language sample in Column C, headed
"Fluency."

4. Date of pretest.

B. Envelopes for BINL score sheet addressed as follows:

BINL Processing Center

Research and Evaluation Branc:,
G-265

( For further assistance, please call Miyeko Heishi, Research and Evaluation
Branch, 625-5357.

APPROVED: AAPRRY HANDLER, Deputy Superintendent

\‘l - a,
EMclSTQIBU TION: ANl Secordary Schools {u
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Bilingual Evaluation Unit

Bulletin No. 3
October 29, 1979

SUBJECT: DESCRIPTION OF BINL TEST RESULTS FOR ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS

v

I. BINL Computer Printouts
Il.  BINL Labels
I1l. Retests

IV. Transition

l. BINL Computer Printouts

A. BINL Report 20

The printout called Report 20 is a detailed report on each pupil
reported by classroom of grade level. Looking at a BINL Report 20
or the attached sample, the general information found across the
top of the printout includes:

I. BINL report number in upper left corner (Report BINL 20).

2. District--BINL identifying number and name of district.

3. Run Number--computer run number in upper right corner
identifies the computer file where information is stored.

4. School--BINL identifying number, school name, and area.

5. Teacher--name, grade level, and date of test.

Detailed information for each pupil is reported in columns which
include the following iniormation:

I.  Student Nome--ihe name of pupil tested, under which are
identifying numbers assigned to each pupil for use in the

— . _—__computer program. -

2. BINL Student Number--this column identifies the home
language provided by the school on test forms, or identifies
a retest or transition test.

3. No. of Words--the total number of words used by the puni!
during the testing.

4. No. Sent--the total number of samples collected from the
pupil.

. o,
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5. Avg. Length--average sentence length is obtained by
dividing the number of words by the number of sentences.

6. Complex Level--level of complexity which is a score that
results from the pupil's command of the strycture of the
language, including the use of m~difiers, phrases, and
clauses.

7. Level of Complexity--the asterisks are a graphic representa-
tion of raw score found in Complex Level Column.

8. District Student ldentifier--this column should be left
blank.

9. TJIP--INC (incomplete) is printed when less than 10 language
samples are collected.

B. BINL Report 25

The printout called Report 25 is a classroom or grade level list
which reports language classification (MNES, LES, FES, or PES). The
rest of its general information parallels Report 20.

Pupils are listed alphabetically under the !anguage classification
derived from their BINL test score.

BINL Labels

DIST-64733/L A USD BINL 1979
SCH-9999099/% SCHOOL NAME = AREA =
TCHH-ALL TEACHERS GR 01
FNC/ENGLISH - 1)
% STUDENT NAME %

Explanation for each of the items circled on the above BINL
label follows: "

FNC/ENGLISH--D--L.anguage Classification:

NON/ENZLISH = NES
LTD/EN: ISH = LES
FNC/EM 'ISH = FES
PRO/ENGLISH = PES
RN-360: Computer run number identifies the computer file

where information is stored.
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#01180i4: BINL identification number for the pupil.
PRE: Pretest score which is a result of a home language

survey or retest.

PST: Posttest score for transition criteria.

Labels must be placed on the pupil's cumulcative record unless the pupil
has been retested due to reasonable doubt.

1. Retests

The pupil may be retested by a teacher trained to administer the BINL
if a parent, teacher, or administrator expresses reasonable doubt about
the accuracy of the original language classification.

A retest must be administered and returned to Research and Evaluation
withm 10 days after receiving the pup.l's BINL resulit. The BINL label
should not be placed on the cumulativ2 record if a retest is to be
administered, since the label must be submitted on the retest score sheet.

V. Transition

Transition BINL test results are reported on BINL Report 20 and Report 25
as posttests. :

A. Transition Criteria

A NES/LES pupil identified as FES on the BINL has met only one
of the four criteria for ‘ransition to a regular English-only
program.

All of the following sreps must be implemented for a pupil to
be eligible for transition (see Lau Plan, pp. 55-58).

Step |. Recommended by the teacher based on observation of
progress.

Step 2. ldentified as FES on BINL.

Step 3. Scored at or above one standard deviation below the
national norm on a standardized achievement test (at or
above the |6th percentile on the CTBS or BEST).

Step 4. Recommended by the local administrator after consulta-
tion with parent and staff.
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B. BINL for Transition

Revised prccedure for testing NES/LES pupils as part of transition
criteria:

. Administer the BINL in English
. Print "TRANSITION" in the upper left corner
. Complete pupil information in the upper right corner of

. the score sheet
. Mark an "X" in the posttest box and record the date of
posttest

. Number each language sample from | through |0
. Write the number of words for each sample in column C,
headed "Fluency."

All transition score sheets no longer require the BINL identification
number for the pupil on the "STUDENT NUMBER" line.

For assistance on the transition criteria, please call your area
btlingual advisor, or the Bilingual-ESL Services Branch at 625-6743.

For further assistance, please call Miyeko Heishi, Advisor, Research and
tvaluation Branch, 625-686/.

APPROVED: HARRY HANDLER, Deputy Superintendent

DISTRIBUTION: Principals of Elementary School
Attention: Bilingual Coordinator

(]
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LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
Research and Evaluation Bronch
Bilingual Evaluation Unit 166

Bulletin No. 2
October 4%, 1979

SUSJECT: DESCRIPTION OF BINL TEST RESULTS FOR SECONDARY SCHOOLS

I. BINL Computer Printouts
1. BINL Labels
] Retests

l. BINL Computer Printouts

A. BINL Report 20

The printout called Report 20 is a detailed report on each pupil
reported by classroom of grade level. Looking at a BINL Report 20
or the attached sample, the general information found across the
top of the printout includes:

. BINL report number in upper left corner (Report BINL 20).
District--BINL identifying numter and name of district.
School--BINL identifying number, schoo! name, and area.
Teacher--name, grade level, and date of test.

Run Number--computer run number identities the computer
file where information is stored.

NN —

De:ciled information for each student is reported in columns which
include the following information:

I. Student Name--the name of student tested, under which are
identifying numbers assigned to each student for use in the
computer program.

2. BINL Student Number--this column identifies ihe home
language provided by the school on test forms, or identifies
a retest.

3. No. of Words--the total number of words used by the student
during the testing.

4. No. Sent--the total number of samples collected from the
student.
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5. Avg. Length--average sentence .. 7th is obtained by
dividing the number of words by the number of sentences.

6. Complex Level--level of complexity which is a score that
results from the student's command of the structure of the
language, including the use of modifiers, phrases, and
clauses.

7. Level of Complexity--the asterisks are a graphic representa-~
tion of raw score found in Complex Level Column.

8. District Student ldentifier--this column should be left
blank.

9. TIP--INC (incomplete) is printed when less than 10 language
samples are collected.

B. BINL Report 25

The printout called Report 25 is a classroom or grade level list
which reports language classification (NES, LES, FES, or PES). The
rest of its general information parallels Report 20.

Students are listed alphabetically under the lancuage classification
derived from their BINL test score.

BINL Labels

DIST-54733/L A USD BINL 1979
SCH=9999999/% SCHODL NAME T AREA
TCHR=ALL TEACHERS GR

GNC/enGLISH = 1) (RN-300)YPRE)
% STUDENT NAME & (ROL1BOIJAST)

Explanation for each of the items circled on the above BINL
label follows:

FNC/ENGCLISH--D--Language Classification: ~

NON/ENGLISH--NES
LTD/ENGLISH--LES
FNC/ENCLISH--FES
PRO/ENGCLISH--PES

RM-360: Computer run number identifies the computer file
where information is stored.

L P

‘OAJ‘ - \
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#0118010:  BINL identification number for the pupil.
PRE: Pretest score which is a result of a home language

survey or retest,

PST: Posttest score for elementary schools only.

Labels must be placed on the student's cumulative record unless the pupil
has been retested due to reasonable doubt.

1. Retests

The pupil may be retested by a teacher trained to administer the BINL
it a parent, teacher, or administrator expresses reasonable doubt about
the accuracy of the original language classification.

A retest must be administered and returned to Research and Evaluation
v:iithin 10 days after receiving the student's BINL result. The BINL label
should not be placed on the cumulative record if a retest is to be
administered, since the label must be submitted on the retes! score sheet.

For further assistance, please call Miyeko Heishi, Advisor, Research and
Evaluation Branch, 625-6857.

APPROVED: HARRY HANDLER, Deputy Superintendent

DISTRIBUTION: Principals of Secondary Schools
Attention: Bilingual Coordinator and
Head Counselor
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LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
Research and Evaluation Branch
- Bilingual Evaluation Unit

ELEMENTARY LAU MONITORING INSTRUMENT

The accompanying Elementary Lau Monitoring Instrumient (Form 1341) has bzen designed to reflect the Office for
Civil Rights guidelines established in the District Lau Plan.

The Instrument will be used in randomly selected Lau schools by professional evaluatars and specially trained
review teamn members.

The primary purpose of the Instrument is to assist schools in identifying the extent of program inplementation.
The rating of each item is based on the intent of the Lau Plan and the results will be used in the District
report to the Office for Civil Rights. The assessment information will contribute to the schoal's plon for

continuing program improvement.
The Elaementory Lauv Monitoring Instrument is orgoﬁized into eight arcas:

I. ldentification
Il. Assessment
111, Implementation
IV. Curriculum
V. Methods
Vi. Placement and Transition Criteria
VII. Staff Development
VIIl. Community Involvement

RATIMNG SCALE
Within each arca are statements which provide the hasis for ratings. The rating scale used in this instrument is:
NA = not applicable; | = nat yet implementing; 2 = working foward implementation; 3 = implementing

LIST OF ABBREVIATIONS:

1741

(M. --Nasic Inventory af Natural Lanquage NIES--Non-Fnglish speaking
CInS--Comprehensive Test of Basic Skills LIFS--Limited-English speaking
ISl --Fnglish-as-a-sccond Lanquage FE:S--Functional-finglish speaking
ILS--I lome Language Survey SCS--Survey of Essential Skills
OCR--Office for Civil Rights
N
- Form 1341

Q . YR
L8




Rating Scales NA = not applicable; | = not yet implementing; 2 = working toward implementation; 3 = implementing

Laou Plan /
! Pages Points of Inquiry to Lau . __ __1 Rating
173-176 The school has informed parents or guardians of NES/LES
pupils about the bilinguai programs designed for their
children, according to the following guidelines:

Comments

A. Parents hove received a noiice describing the
program. . A,

B. Parents were Invited to a meeting to discuss the ' ‘
best instructional program for their children. a. |

l C. Parents or guardians not attendinj the meefing
‘ were invited to a parent conference. C.

D. Parents have been consulted in the development
of Individual Learning Plans. o -1 D.

- o - a—




LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
Research and Evaluation Branch
Bilingual Evaluation Unit

SECONDARY LAU MONITORING INSTRUMENT

The accompanying Secondary Lau Manitoring Instrument (Form 1342) has been designed ta reflect the Office for
Civil Rights guidelines established in the District Louv Plan. :

The Instrument will be used in randomly selected Lau schools by professional evaluators and specially trained
review teom members.

The primary purpose of the Instrument is to assist schoals in identifying the extent af pragram implementatian.
The rating of each itemn is based an the intent of the Lau Plan and the results will be used in the District
report 1o the Office far Civil Rights. The assessinent infarmatian will contribute ta the schoal's plan for
cantinuing pragram improvement.

The Seccndary Lau Monitaring Instrument is organized into seven areas:

1. Identificatian
i1, Assessment
I1l. Implementation
IV. Curriculum
V. Transition Criteria
vi. Staff Development
VilI. Community Involvement

RATING SCALF :
Within each area are statements which pravide the basis for ratings. The rating scale used in this instrument is:
NA = nat applicable; | = not yer implementing; 2 = warking toward implementation; 3 = implementing

LIST OF ABBREVIATIONS:

BIMNL --Basic Inventory af Natural Language NES--Non-Fnglish speaking
9. --I'nglish-as-a-second L_anguage OCR--Office for Civil Rights
I'1:S--Functional-English speaking PAIR--Performance Assessment in Reading
FILS--1 lone Languare Survey SHOAL--San Diego Observation Assessinent Instrument
LL.S--Limited-t.nglish speaking Sl IARP--Scniar I1igh Assessment of Reading Performance
A}
o 11 ’ Farm 1342
ERIC
CEETEEERT ) 4 =

, 0y
‘ao..‘ . ~ ‘d"u
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School Community Rilingual Office

Administrator i Research and Evaluation
Area Date of Visit Teacher Personnel
Area Office Other

rlzoting Scale: MA = not applicable; | = not yet implem'e'ntring; 2 = working toward implementation; 3 = implemenﬁngJ

Lau Plan
Pages Points of Inquiry for Lau Rating Comments

42-43 l. IDENTIFICATION

The school has conducted the Home Language Survey
(HLS) according 1o prescribed methods and procedures:

A. Parents were given the HLS in their own language. A.

- f . R
B. Bilingual personnel are available to assist in
conducting HLS for new students. B.

" C. The HLS is filed in each student's cumulative
record. C.

43-47 n. ASSESSMENT

‘ Students were given the BIML to assess their
proficiency in English according to prescribed
procedures:

A. All students indicating a hane lanquage other
than English on the HLS were given the BINL, A

B. New students were given the BINL within two
weeks of enrolliment, 3.

C. All students identified as NES/LES an SDOAI

(Spring 1978) were given the NINL. ‘ C.
D. Staff development was provided for oll personnel
designated to adiminister the BINML, D.
(. Hll\ll‘_ tabels have been placed on student's ’:1
cunulative record, E. w
' ey -
“~ ]




. Rating Scale: NA = not applicable; | = not yet implementing; 2 = working toward implementation; 3 = implementing ]

Lou Plan
Pages Points of Inquiry for Lau Rating Comments

49-51 Spanish speaking students were given the Test of
Prerequisite Skills (TOPS) according to prescribed
procedure:  (junior high only)

A. NFS/LES students newly enrolled from onother
couniry. A.

3. NEES/LES students newly enrolled from another
LAUSD school or any other school in this
country and whose records indicate that the
student has not participated in a formal
English reading program. 3.

49 . IMPLEMENTATION
92-93
97 A. School has continued its existing bilinqual/
bicultural program (senior high only). A. .

BB. School has implemented a bitingual/bicultural
program for students who have hasic education
needs (junior high only). B.

C. School has implemented an ESL program, thaot
follows the guidelines described in the
District's Secondory School Curriculum,
Guidelines for Instruction. C. |

I. NMNES/LES students were assessed in the follow-
ing skills areas:

a. [ESL skills through the use of the District-
developed placement fest - a.

b.  Malh computalion through regular math
departinent procedures b.

2. ESL classes are taught by ESL tcachers meeting
S District requirements. 2.

081
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: Rating Scale:. NA = not applicable; Ij not yet implementing; 2 = working toward implementation; 3 = implementing

4

" Lou Plan
Pages Points of Inquiry for hau Rating Comments

D. NES/LES students are integrated into regular
classes for at least one non-language-related
class per day. D.

E. The number of students in the ESL classes or
bilingual classes is substantially the same as
the number of students in the same subject
classes at that school. . E.

101-110 Iv. CURRICULUM

appropriate curriculum model (that includes all
major elements, such as skills continuums, tests of

\
The school has provided each Lau student with an
progress, and teaching materials).

A. Full Bilingual/Bicultural Program (junior high
only)

Beginning - "evel |

I. ESL taught in a two-period block

l.
2. Communication skills in the primary lanquage
to include listening, speaking, reading and
writing 2.
3. Math in the primary language 3.
4, Orientation-Guidance class in the primary
language h,
5. Physical Education - mainstream class 5.
Intermediate - Level ||
. FSL taught in a two-period block .
2. Conmunication skills in the primary language 2.
-3, Math in the primary language 3.
4, froduction to American lleritage in the
primary language 4, s
5. Physical Education - mainstream class 5.

T w




Rating Scole: NA = not opplicable; | = not yet implementing; 2 = v;rkmg toward implementation; 3 = implementing ]

Louv Plan .
Pages Points of Inquiry for Lau Rating Comments

Advanced - Level 111

I. ESL tought in o twa-period black l.
2. Communication Skills in the primary language 2.
3. Math in the primary lanquage 3.
4, Health, Social Studies or Science in the

primary language as needed far graduation 4,
5. Physical Educatian - mainstream class aor ar’

elective as required for graduation ) 5.

B. Partial Bilingual Program (junior high only)
I. ESL taught in o twa-periad block l.
2. Communication skills in the primary language 2.
3. Math in the primary longuage 3.
C. English-As-A-Secand Language Pragram

Beginning - Level |

I. ESL tought in o twa period black 1.
2. Introduction to English reading: 2.
3. Moath tought utilizing the primary language 3.
. Orientatioan - Guidance utilizing the prinary
language h,
S. Physical Educatioan - mainstream class 5 t

Intermediate - Level Il

1. FSL taught in a two period block 1.
2. Intermediate reading ¢lass with intraduction
ta PAIR and SHARP skills 2.
3. Introduction ta Americal Heritage utilizing
the primnaory language K
L,  Math or llealth (as necessary for gradualion)
taught utilizing the primmy language h,
5. Physical Cducation - mainsircam class 5.
[
~ 0
N
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Rating Scale: NA = not applicable; | = not yet implementing; 2 = working toward implementation; 3 = implementing

-

Lav Plan o o
Pages Points of Inquiry for Lau Rating Comments
Advanced - Levels Il and IV
l. ESL. - one period l. .
2. PAIR and SHARP reading skills if not already
passed 2.
3. Regular classes with assistance 3.
D. Individual Learning Program
| l. ESL ] l.
| 2. Math with primary language support 2.
i 3. Social Studies, Health or Science 3.
’ E. Supplemental Education Program
I. Oral English l.
2. Reading and writing in English 2.
3. Mathematics ' 3.
58-59 V. TRANSITION CRITERIA
102
A. The school is implementing procedures for
students eligible for transition from the
bilingual/bicultural program to an ESL
A program according to prescribed procedures:
!. Recommendation by communication skills and
math teachers l.
2. Passing score on TOPS in reading and math 2.
3. Recomwnendation by local adiministrator after
consultation with staff and parent 3.
.. The school is izaplementing procedures for students
1o advance ‘rom one FFSI. level to another according
to prescribed procedures: ' —_
0
S W
&y 4 -
Fow &




- Rating Scale: NA = not applicable; | = not yet implementing; 2 = working toward implementation; 3 = implementing ‘

Lau Plan :
Pages Points of Inquiry for Lau T Rating Comments
|. Passing score on the District-developed
final exomination for each level; l.
OR
2. Average passing score on District-developed
proficiency tests for each level 2.
157-158 VI.  STAFF DEVELOPMENT
A. Orientation to the District's Lav Plan was provided
for the following personnel.
I. Certificated - l.
2. Classified
a. Office staff a.
b. Instructional aides : b.
161 B. Staff development was provided or is planned for
all certificated and all classified personnel
involved in the ESL and/or bilingual program.
156 I. Staff development was based on a local needs
assessment . ‘ I.
156157 2. The local school staff development proyram was
designed to assist certificated personnel to:
a. Improve instructlional skills Q.
b.  haprove human development skills >,
c. Use curricular and instructional materials
appropriate to the needs of Lau pupils C.
d. Improve learning conditions by working on
relationships among:
(1) Pupils l. —_
. (2) School personnel . co
(3) Parents and community members 3. =
A Y




Rating Scale: NA = not applicable; | = not yet implementing; 2 = working toward implementation; 3

implementing [ o

l.au Plan
Pages

Points of Inquiry of Lau

Rating

Comments

3. The locatl school staff-development progrom was
designed to assist classified personnel to:

a. Improve instructional skills

b. Improve human development skills

c. Use curricular and instructional iaterials
appropriate 1o the needs of Lau pupils

d. Improve learning conditions by working on
relationships among:

(1) Pupils
(2) School personnel
(3) Parents and cormmunity members

170-171

Vill. COMMUNITY INVOLVEMENT
A. If the school has 20 or more NES/LES students, it

has established a Bilingual Education Committee
according to following guidelines:

. The percentage of parents of NES/LES students
is af least the same as the percentage of NES/
LES students in the school but not less than 50%

2. Parents representing all language groups in the
school were invited to participate in the
Ailingual Fducation Committee.

3. Meetings are conducted in the primary
language(s) of the commiltee members as well
as in English.

h, Responsibilities of the Bilingual Education
Committee are consistent with written guide-
lines in the l.aou Plan.

\.-
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’ l Ratijng Scale: "NA = not applicable; | = not yet implementing; 2 = working toward implementation; 3 = implementing

 Lauv Plan
Pages Points of Inquiry for Lau Rating Comments

B. School communications adhere to the following
guidelines:

I. Written and oral communications are provided
in the primary languages ‘of any language
group represented by 15% or more of the total
school- population. l.

2. The school uses appropriate methods to
facilitate effective communication with all '~
other students whose primary language is
other than English. 2.

C. The school has informed parents or guardians of
NES/LES students about the bilingual program
designed for their children according to the
following guidelines:

I. Parent has been notified that student is to
be placed in a bilingual/bicultural program
(junior high only). |

2. Parents have been consulted in the development
of individual tearning plans, 2,

981
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Research and Evaluation Branch

. Emerson Manor Office,

Elementary Schools w1th Lau Pupxls
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John L. Posa, Assxstant D1rector
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L1nda Pursell; Advisor
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Ihe Basxc Elementary-Secondary Test (BEST)
be used as a screening instrument.

It can

2 FES rating on the BINL and participating

Engl1sh reading program is ready to move into a regula
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" Principalsand Biiinguai Coordinators of

Use ‘of Basic Blementary-Secondary Test (BEST)
N Hith Lau Puplls NS .

Fall 1979

is an achievement test that can
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determine whether a Lau pupil having
on a regular *asis .in a structured

.glish program.

. Tne Lau plan (p. 57) specifies that a pupil must achieve no more than one
standard deviation below the natlonal norm in both reading and math on either
an appropriate standarszed achlevement test or on the BEST,

t I

The follow1ng facts about the BEST may be of help to you as you consider the
use of the test in your school.

It is a locally dev1sed baelc achlevement test for reading and wmath

that has bden correlated with CTBS for ease of deteruu.nm° .Title 1
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It has seven forns coverlno grades K-12

J‘.l

e1131b111ty.and/or Lau prooram tran51tlon.

2

can be glven to one: ch11d or to 4 group.
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It's short - thirty minutes maximum for readlng or mathemat1cs°
together, 1ess than one hour. o

- "'.‘f -Sheets which can be oroered from the current Supply Catalog.
o (Stock #862360-3)
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';45;. The BEST booklets for K 1, and 2 are consumable. Test booklets for‘;"
.-~ Grades 3 through 12 are reusable, and require CTSS Student Answer

The BEST materials (except for answer sheets) w111 be provided at mo

The quantlty of 3EST naterxals avallablc is not intended to cover
_your entire- enrollment.

You are free to make extra copies of any

:lContlnued

P
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K. L

1
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The Wanual of Instructlons for each level of the BEST contalns detailed
’ dzrectlons for giving and scoring the BEST.
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‘9, Norm tables for beglnn1ng, nid, and end-of-year testlng w111 be
made available to you. . .
A sample set of BEST test booklets accomﬁanies this letter. Please evaluate
then carefully in light of the needs of your school. If after your evalu-
" ation, you would like additional copies to use with your pupils, please complete
" “2nd return the attached request form. Note on the request form the maximum
’df aumber, of materials that will be sent to each school. Since our supplies are
linited, we would very much appreciate having the sample sets returned to us,

if you decide not to use the test' - . . S
.. '-'»“ ° - :

Ir you have any quest1ons about the BEST please ca.l Linda Pursell at

<776-6020 or 742—7459. — -4 ) . . ‘s




e o Sy e ——— - —— e S S T

10S ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
Research and Evaluation Branch
Lo . Emerson Manor Office, Room 7

w ch A TRON

Yeo

189

. Order Form
Elementary Schools with Lau Pupils

fBasic‘ EIementary-Secondary Test

1D D
1D 1D

“ i Rea.ding and Mathematicé

- oy it .
2 b
3 ¥

PR R

‘ . Col. 2 ‘
- o . Quantity L " Col. 3
Col. 1 S Available T Quantity
3 Item - - To Each School " Requested
Test Booklets ’ oL E : Vo L -
K Readiné R © 30 _l ’
- K Math  * 730
1 Reading 30 - o o
1 Math . 30
s 15
3-4 o 5
5-6 '
Manuals of Instruction .
e . _ K 2 e
h 2 : - :
I Ca——— -
Sl s P "0l :
;:i Practice Item Charfs B “{*‘ Lo . — ?.FQ‘Ala
: B K Readin"g . g « ’ B
{ “' K Math - -~ 2 ) : :
R ' 1 Reading ‘ .2
S e 1 Math 2
| ~ 1f you would like additional copies of the BEST, please complete Col. 3 and return
‘ this form to Emerson Manor. The address is on the back of this form. Fold the
| page once, staple or tape and place in school mail. Be certain that the address
\ is showing. .
| _ Name of person making téquest
School ' Area School phone
El{llC C Form 1086

i ‘ R . , \ Y g .
. . . . L “‘4




LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
RESEARCH AND EVALUATION BRANCH
BILINGUAL EVALUATION UNIT 190

REFERENCE LIST NO. 8
November 7, 1979
(Effective: Fall 1979)

SUBJECT: THE I|éth PERCENTILE AS ONE TRANSITION CRITERION FOR LAU
ELEMENTARY PUFILS

The Basic Elementary-Secondary Test (3EST) in reading and mathematics is an
achievement test that can be used as a screening instrument. The Lau Plan

Ap. 57) specifies that a pupil will achieve at or above one standard deviation
below the national norm on a standardized test (that is, at or above the |6th
percentile on the CTBS or BEST) in both reading and mathematics before further
consideration will be given for transition to a reqular program.

The norm table below gives the raw score on the BEST that is equivalent to the

I6th percentile on the CTBS. v
Grade & Test Beginning of Year Midyear End of Year
" Reading  September - November Dec:n'lﬁ‘%ebmary March - June

1 4 S 7

2 10 11 12

3 t 8 9

4 11 11 12

5 10 10 11

6 11 12 12
Mathematics

1 4 6

2 10 11

3 12 14 16

4 18 20 20

5 14 15 16

6 17 18 18

If the CTBS is being used for transition, refer to the appropriate Examiner's
Manual for determining the |6th percentile.

For copies of the BEST, please call Linda Purcell, Advisor, Research and
Evaluation Branch, €25-6470.

For furth:r assistance, please call Miyeko Heishi, Advisor, Research and
Evaluation Branch, 625-6867

APPROVED: HARRY HANDLER, Deputy Superintendent

@ ISTRIBUTION:  All Elementary School Principals and Bilingual Coordinators
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LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

RESEARCH AND EVALUATION BRANCH
BILINGUAL EVALUATION UNIT

REFERENCE LIST NO. 24
May 12, 1980
(Effective: May 1980)

. SUBJECT: INFORMATION FOR ELEMENTARY PRINCIPALS ON
COMPLETTON OF LAU SUMMARY FORMS, UUE JONE &

Background

Lav Summary Forms, Grades K-§
Special Education

Suggestions for Procedure
Questions?

<<-r--

l. Background

Compliance with federal mandates for bilingual education
affects everyone in the district. The Office for Civil Rights
(OCR) recently declared over 200 schools in our district to be
out of compliance on a variety of bilingual issues, and
threatened to withhold millions of dollars if the schools did
not quickly conform to Lau requirements.

One of the Lau Plan mandates for our Branch is to prepare
midyear and year-end reports for the Board and OCR on all
aspects of the district Lau program. We rely on school
personnel for the data in these reports. Last May all schools
received a Lau Summary form to be completed and returned in
June. The return rates were: 92% for elementary, 74% for
junior, 93% for senior high, and 74% for elementary and junior
high magnet schools. Because the returns were not complete in
in every category, another noncompliance issue was created for
the district. ~ OCR requires annual data on all schools. We
need your help to achieve the goal of a complete return.

The Lauv Summary forms explained in this reference list are
based on the individual Lau pupil profiles that were to be
completed by May 15, according to Memorandum No. 5 from
Bilingual-ESL.  Servizes Branch on March 14. The memorandum
also reminded principals about this year-end collection of
profile data. Elementary schools will collect their profile
information on two forms, described next.
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Lau Summary Forms, Grades K-6

There are two kinds of forms for elementary schools,

each with its own instructions:

Form 1348, Elementary Class Summary for Lau Bilingual

Programs . This form is fo be complefed by each register-
carrying teacher of a self-contained bilingual class
implementing one of the following bilingual organizational
models: self-contained, team-teaching, or itinerant. (See
Memo. 28 for directions.) '

Form 1349, Elementary Class Summary for Lauv Bilingual
Individual Learning Programs lgi;EF‘ss . This form is tfo be
completed by teachers of NES/LES children receiving
instruction through a BILP. (See Memo. 30 for directions.)

Note: a few teachers may have to complete both forms.

Special Education

Special education NES/LES pupils will be counted on other

forms and not on those described in this reference |jst.

Suggestions for Procedure

It may help to assign one person to coordinate the process.
This. person would explain and distribute the forms to
teachers; collect the completed forms; use the checklist
provided for quality control; present the set for your
review and signature on the checklist; and return the forms
to our office by June 6 .

Note that the elementary forms are designed to be completed
by each teacher designated in the instructions. The forms
are class summaries, not school summaries. Research and
and Evaluation will do the tallying necessary to produce
school summaries .

It may help to design a worksheet for collecting the infor-
mation, or use a copy of the form as a work copy. Please
keep a file copy of each final form submitted.

The number of forms enclosed with this letter was based on
a count of elementary classrooms for NES/LES pupils made
earlier in the school yer and may have changed by now. If
more forms are needed, please duplicate the extras needed.
Kindly return any unused forms to our office as soon as
possible.
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V. Questions?

Questions about the Lau Summary forms not answered in the

! materials in hand may be directed by the principal or forms
coordinator to:

Nancy Cott, Evaluator -- 625-¢8¢8
Miyeko Heishi, Advisor -- 625-£868

Reminder :

Forms are to be accurately completed and returned to the

Research and Evaluation Branch by June 6, 1980. Thank
you for your cooperation.

APPROVED: HARRY HANDLER, Deputy Superintendent
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LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 194
Research and Evaluation Branch
Bilingual Evaluation Unit -

Memorandum No. 28
May 2, 1980

DUE DATE: June 6, 1980
Research and Evaluation,
. G-265

SUBJECT: INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING ELEMENTARY CLASS SUMMARY
A y 348

Reminder: This form is to -be completed by each classroom teacher
implementing a self-contained, team-teaching, or itinerant
Lau bilingual organizational model. Do not count BILPs
here; please use Form 1349 for reporting BILPs.

The class summary is designed to provide numerical descriptions of the

Lau program. ltems in this memorandum correspond to the items in
Form 1348,

Boxes are provided for each numerical response, one digit per box.
Use leading zeros for numerals less than two digits. Example:

5 would appear as S .

All data are to be summarized from the class set of Elemes tary Lau
Pupil Profile Forms for NES and LES . NES/LES pupil information
requested on this form refers only to pupils identified by the BINL.
Do not include pupils whose language classification has not been
verified by the BINL.

A. Bilingual Program Organizational Model--enter the code number
of the model that best describes the Lau organizational model imple-
mented for this class. Refer to Lau Pupil Profile, Section IV.

B. NES/LES Pupil Information--this information is to be reported in
the following manner:

Item |--enter the number of BINL-identified NES/LES pupils
participating in this class, by grade level.
Refer to Profile, Section |, ltem E.

Item 2--enter the two-digit language code for the primary language
of the NES/LES pupils in this class. There will be only
one because of the definition of bilingual programs. See
Language Code Table on following page for a full listing

of languages and codes. Refer to Profile, Secfion T,
ltem D.

)y .,;
‘4 ‘\J




Research and Evaluation Branch _ MEMORANDUM NO. 28
May 9, 1980

LANGUAGE CODE TABLE

LANGUAGE i LAMGUAGE

Atghan tbo
Atrikaans tcalandc
Albanian Indonesan
AMERICAN 1NDIAN ftatian

LANGUAGES Japanesa
Apache Javaress
Cherokeo Khmer (Combodian;
Choctaw KOoraan
Cree Kurdish
Crow Laso
Hopi Letsian
Navajo Lithuanian
Other Arrerican Malay

Indian Maitese
Ambharic Melanesian
Areblc Mongohian
Armenian Nepati
Assyrian NoOrweagian
Basque Panjabi
Bengali Persian (Farsi)
Berber PHILIPPINE
Bulgarian LANGUAGES
Burmase tlecano
Cevylonese Pilipine (Tanalog)

CHINESE Other Philippine

LANGUAGES Polish
Cantonese Portugume
Mangarnn Romanian
Tohanets Romany
Otker Chineze Russian
Creole Ssmoan
Croatian Serbian
Czech Serdo Croatian
Oanish Sinhatese
Cuteh Slovak
Estonian Spanish
Fijian Swahili
Finnish Swecish
Flemush Tamtian

13

Fronch Taiwansse
Ganda INi
German Tibetan
Gerenk . Yongan
Guamanian d. Turkish
Gujarasi Ukrainian
Hastian Creole : Urdu
Mawaiian Vistnamese
Hebrew Yaruba
Hinds Yicdsh
Hungarian Orther Hot Listed

.

Item 3--enter the number of NES/LES pupils by rim.or language
classification based on BINL results. Re%er to Profile,
Section I, Item A.

Item h--en.ter_the number of NES/LES pupils who have met the Lau
criteria for beginning English reading for the appropriate
curriculum model. Refer to Profile, Section lll, A or B.

Item 5--enter the number of NES/LES pupils who met all four
criteria for transition to a program of English-only
instruction. Refer to Profile, Section V,

Include pupils who met the criferia for transition during

thef!l979-80 school year but who might not have a Profile
on file.

Item é--enter the number of NES/LES pupils in this class whose
pcients were informed of their placement in a bilingual

program during the 1972-80 school year. Refer to Profile,
Section Vi, Item A.

ERI

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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Item 7--enter the number of NES/LES pupils in this class who live )

in another elementary school attendance area and participate

in one of the programs listed. Refer to Profile, Section Vi,
lower half.

C. Classroom Personnel Information--this information is to be reported
“in the following manner (Refer to Profile, Section 1V):

Item |-- record the one code number that best describes the
) classification of the register-carrying teacher of this class.

" Item 2--enter the number of daily hours that a bilingual aide is
assigned to this classroom.

Item 3--reco:d the name, employee number, and Lau classification
of the Class | or Class Il teacher who provides required
primary language instruction for the NES/LES pupils in
this class if not the register-carrying teacher.

-

Return completed form promptly to the person designated by the principal
for collection of all summary forms to Research and Evaluation Branch.

This request for information has been approved by the Office of
the Deputy Superintendent.

Approved: HARRY HANDLER, Deputy Superintendent

Distribution: All Elementary Schools

L
‘d\J‘




LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
RESEARCH AND EVALUATION BRANCH 197
BILINGUAL EVALUATION UNIT

Memorandum No. 30
May 9, 1980

DUE DATE: JUNE 6, 1980
Research and Evaluation, G-265

SUBJECT:

Rem@j(: This form is to be completed by each classroom teacher
. implementing bilingual individual learning programs (BILPs)
for NES/LES pupils.

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING ELEMENTARY CLASS
R FOR LAU BILIN A NUOIVIDUA R
PROGRAMS, FORM 1349

The class summary is designed to provide numerical descriptions by grade
and language of NES/LES pupils assigned to BILPs. Items in this memorandum
correspond to the items in Form [349.

Data are to be summarized from the Elementary Lau Pupil Profile Forms for
NES and LES that indicate an ILP in Section IV of the Profile.

NES/LES pupil information requested on this form refers only to pupils
identified by the BINL. Do not include pupils whose language
classification has not been verified by the BINL.

GRADE --enter grade level for each language group in this cless. For
combination grades, report each grade on a separate line.

LANGUAGES OF NES/LES--enter name of language and two-digit code
for each primary language spoken by NES/LES pupils in this class who have
an ILP on file. See Language Code Table below for appropriate codes.
Refer to Profile, Section |, item D.

LANGUAGE CODE TABLE

CHINESE

1
| LAMGUAGE cooe || LANGUAGES il  LANGUAGE [ coou :g','::,u,,
v Cantonese 22 ' Romanian
] Afghin 23 4 Mandarin 25 tbo | 24 Rorman
| Afrikyans gg !t Toishanese 21 teetandic ; 01 Ru'ss;’nnv
AlE3aryn n 1nctonesian 46
L4 ZRICAM 11D1AN il Qrner Chinese 28 A, | a3 | Samoan
+ LANGUAGES Ml Croatian 24 Japanese 45 | 5"’3‘“'.‘:, "
I Apsche 03 W Crech 28 Javanase } ar serhc:;| -:mm
{ Charpkes 04 f' Danish 29 | Khmer (Cambodicn, 13 S;;v::,
; Chocran 05 i ODuteh 30 Korean z 49 Spanith
| Crae 06 I Estonian 32 | Kurdish 50 Swiahity
¢ Crow 09 ij Fuyian 83 ‘ Lao ! 51 L swedish
" 07 F N Latvian 52 N
! oo ! nnish Tahwuan
I tvae o8 l Flemish 33 Lithuaman 53 Taiwanese
\ Other American 1 Froneh as Malay ‘ 54 That
Y Inzugn 10 U Ganoa 36 Maitose T Tibeton
l fommarc 92 ' German 37 Malonesian 12 Tongan
; Aratic " 35' Greak 34 Mongalian ! 56 Turkish
Aernen 3 15 ';i Guamanian a3 Nepah S/ Uxrainian
I Acsyonan 93 4 Gujaran 63 Norwegion | &8 Urdu
| yuele 12 41 Haimn Creols 39 Panjabn i 59 Viotnamasse
! Rarcyy 14 J Hawai an 40 Persian {Farsi) t6) Y aruba
| verver 16 | Hebrew a1 i PHILIPPINE ! Yadish
| Bulern 17 4| Hinds 42 LANGUAGES Qther Mot Listed
I Yurmosa 18 ' Hungar n 44 | flocann 87 |im e e -~
| Ceviorree 20 jo——- - — =0 ppino (Tagatey) | 62
Othor Phiipinne I e ‘

LR
£e Qg
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NO. OF NES/LES IN BILPs--enter the number of BINL-identified NES/LES
pupiis tor each Tanguage group and grade.

NO. OF NES/LES ASSIGNED TO BILPs DUE TO:

Parent request--enter the number of NES/LES pupils of the same
Tanguage group and grade not in a bilingual program because of
parental request. Refer to Profile, Section VI, Item B.

Lack of |0 or more to form class--enter number of NES/LES pupils
of the same language group and grade participating in a BILP due to
lack of of 10 or more NES/LES pupils of one language group at a grade
level.

NO. OF NES/LES WHO MET CRITERIA FOR:

Beginning English Reading--enter the number of NES/LES pupils of
the same language group and grade who have met the Lau criteria for
beginning English reading. Refer to Profile, Section Ill, Item C.

Transition to English-only program--enter the number of NES/LES
pupils of the same Tanguage group and grade who met all four
criteria for transition to an English-only program of instruction.
Refer to Profile, Section V. Include pupils who met the criteria
for transition during the [979-80 school year but who might not have
a Profile on file. .

PRIMARY LANGUAGE SUPPORT--enter the total number of persons and their
combined hours per week {usc nearest whole hour; no fractions) providing
primary language support for NES/LES pupils of each language group and
grade.

NO. OF NES/LES WHOSE PARENTS WERE CONSULTED ON BILP--enter
the number of NES/LES pupils of the same Tanguage group and grade whose
parents were consulted on the ILP during the 1979-80 school year.

NO. OF NES/LES PARTICIPATING--enter the number of NES/LES pupils
of same languane group and grade who live in another elementary school
attendance area and participate in one of the programs listed. Refer to
Profile, Section VI, lower half. ‘

Return completed form promptly to the person designated by the principal
for collection of all summary forms.

-

I

This request for information has bee\ approved by the Office of
the Deputy Superintendent.

APPROVED: HARRY HANDLER, Deputy Supetintendent

DISTRIBUTIOM: All Elementary Schools \

s LA ISR
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LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
Research and Evaluation Branch 199
Bilingual Evaluation Unit

DUE DATE: June 6, 1980

ELEMENTARY CLASS SUMMARY FOR LAU BILINGUAL PROGRAMS

. This form is to be completed for each classroom implementing a self-contained,
team-teaching, or itinerant Lau bilingual organizational model. Refer to

. accompanying bulletin for instructions. Do not count BILPs here; please use
Form 1349 for reporting BILPs.

School Name Location Code 1111

Classroom (register carrying) Teacher Name

Employee Number t t /1 1 1 ! 1

S

A. Bilinqual program organizational model for this class /
(indicate code number; one only)

Code Lau Bilingua!l Organizational Model

A. Self-Contained, single grade

B. Self-Contained, combinatior grades
C. Team-Teaching, single grade

D. Team-Teaching, combination grades
E. ltinerant Teacher

B. NES/LES pupil information

NEWN —

I. Number of BINML-identified NES/LES pupils in this class:

Grade K LI 1

! L1 1

2 L1 1

| * o3 L1
4 L1

|

[V, ]
S
S
S

|

N
S
S
S

|

Form 1348

[

o -
e f




Teacher Name

o

C. Classroom personnel information

1. Classroom teacher classification code (rot for

itinerant teacher):

Code
1.0

2.0

3.1

3.2

4.0

5.0

Description of Teacher Classification

bilingual teacher with a Bilingual-
Crosscultural Credential or a
Bilingual Certificate of Competence

bilingual teacher with district A or
B fluency level and an approved state
wavier from bilingual requirements,

monolingual teacher with an approved
state waiver from bilingual requirements.

monolingual teacher who appl ied for
state waiver (not granted) and
involved in course work for
Certificate of Competence.

register-carrying teacher of NES/LES
pupils who does not meet bilingual
requirements, or has not applied for
waiver from bilingual requirements.

monolingual teacher team-teaching
with a Class | or |l teacher.

2. Number of daily hours that a bilingual aide is
assigned to this zlassroom (use nearest whole

hour; no fractions)

3. Primary language teacher (other than register-carrying
teacher) in team-teaching and itinerant teaching modeis:

Last Name,

Primary language teacher's employee number

First Name

School Location Code ! ! ] ! !/

A S A Y Y

and Lau teacher clossification (1.0 or 2.0) ! 1 !
D. Evaluative comments or concerns:
Thank you for your help.
4/80 Form 1348

£y7-
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Teacher Nome School Location Code | | 1 | |/

Primary language code of NES/LES pupils in this class: I

The most common primary languages and their codes cre:

Code  Language Code Language
15 Armenian 49 Korean
22 Crnatones2 60 Spanish
45 yanese 62 Pilipino (Tagalog)

For other primary languages, see accompanying Memorandum No. 28.

Number of NES/LES pupils in this class by primary
lenguage level based on BINL results:

Non-speaker of primary language 11
Limited speaker of primary ianguage |
Functional speaker of primary language 11
Proficient speaker of primary language !

Number of NES/LES pupils in this class who have met
the Lau criterio for beginning English reading: ! 1 !

Number of NES/LES pupils in this class who et

the transition criteria to an English-only program

of instruction during 1979-80 schol year: ! |
Number of NES/LES pupils in this class whose parents

v.ere informed of their placement in a bilingual

program: J 11 1
Number of NES/LES  )ils in this class who live in
a~other eleméntsiy Gchool attendance area and who are _
purticipating in the following:
Permi, with Transportation (PWT) 11
Pair or Cluster 11
Midsite [ 11
Magnet or Alternative 111
Other .(specify): ! 1 !

-2- Form 1348



LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICY
Rescarch and Evaluation Branch N
Bilingual Fvaluation Unit ‘\
ELZHENTARY CLASS SUMMARY FOR LAU BILINGUAL INDIVIDUAL LCARNING PROGRAMS
School Location Code 1_J_/_J_
Employee Number /7 / [/ [ [} [ [

This form fs to be comnleted for each classroom Impicmenting a bilingual individual tearnlng program for
NES/LES puplls, Refer to accompanying bulletir for instructions.

School Name ! Area

Classroom Teacher Name

Due Date:

June 6, 1980

LANGUAGES OF NO. OF NO, OF NES/LES N0, OF NES/LES w:0 NO. OF NO. OF NIS/LES
GRADE NES/LTS NES/LES ASSIGNFD TO MET CRITERIA FOR: ORIMARY LANGUAGE SUPPORT NES/LES PARTICIPATING IN:
IN BILPs BILPs DUE TD¢ WHOSE
PARENTS
Parent | Lack of Beginning Transition [B11ing. Aldes & TAs | Adult Volunteers | Student Tutors WERE
Language Code Request | 10 or more | English to Engifsh-}e--cop-cremccncnnac. SRCLTEEEELITEL LY b oo maqenan CONSULTED { PWT | Palir | Mid- | Mag, | Other
to form Reading only Program | No No. Hours No. | No. lours | No. | Mo. Hrs. ON BILP Clus jsite | AltL.
class per week per week per wk.
——— . i — —) e
L
5-80 Form 1349
N
O
Q P ~)
E SN P
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
Research and Evaluation Sranch
Bilingual Evaluation Unit

CHECKLIST FOR ELEMENTARY SCHOOL LAU SUMMARY FCRMS

To facilitate the processing of your school summary forms use this checklist to
make sure all forms are completed accurately.

Items to be checked off:

I. School name, location code, teacher name on each page of
form #i348, and employee number.

2. A1 boxes requiring numbers filled.
3. Appropriate teacher classification code, page 3,
item C, 23, if applicable.

4. All appropriate items have been checked on form
1349, if applicable.

i

5. Principal's signature/name of contact person -form £1360.

Please check off each item listed below and return this checklist with all
completed forms. Indicate the nunber of forms being returned in the
spaces provided:

I Elementary Class Summary For Lau Bilingual Programs=-#1348.

1 Elementary Class Summary For Lau Bilingual Individual
Learning Programs-#1349,

I Elementary Lau+Summary Checklist-#1360.

Mame of person to be-‘contacted if additional information is needed:

———— e
et
.

Schooi Name School phone

I have reviewed the information required for the Elementary Summary Forms and
all of the items listed above. To the best of my knowledge the information we
have provided is accurate.

Principal’'s signature

Peturn this Checklist with all forms to:
RESEARCH AND EYVALUATIOMN B2RANCH
BILINGUAL EVALUATION UuIT
ROOM G-265

/89 5 Form 1360



LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 204
. RESEARCH AND EYALUATION BRANCH
BILINGUAL EVALUATION UNIT

] REFERENCE LIST NO. 25
May 12, 1980
(Effective: May :980)

SQBJECT: INFORMATION FOR SECONDARY PRINCIPALS ON COMPLETION OF
CAU SUMMARY FORMS, DUE JUNE 6

l. Background

. Lau Surmmary Forms, Grades 7-12
i1, Special Education

IV.-  Suggestions for Procedure

V. Questions?

l. Background

Complionce with federal mandates for bilinquol educotion offects
everyone in the district. The Office for Civil Rights (OCR)
recently declored over 200 schools in our district to be out of
complionce on a variety of bilingual issues, ond threotened to
withhold millions of dollors if the schools did not quickly conform
to Lau requirements.

One of the Lau Plon mandotes for our Bronch is to prepore
midyeor and year-end reports for the Boord and OCR on oll ospect
of the district Lau program. We rely on school personnel for the
dato in these reports. Last Moy all schools received a Lau Summory
form to be completed and returned in June. The return rotes were:
92% for elementary, 74% for junior high, 93% for senior high, ond
74% for elementary and junior high magnet schools. Because the
returns were not complete in every category, onother noncompliance
issue wos created for the district. OCR requires annuol dota on
all schools. We need your help to achieve the goo! of a complete
return.

€4

The Lau Summary forms expioined in this reference list are based
on the individuol Lau student profiles that were to be completed by
May 15, occording to Memorandum No. 6 fror. Bilingual-ESL Services
Branch on March 14. The memorandum olso reminded principals about
this yeor-end collection of profile dota. Secondory schools will
collect their profile information on three forms, described next.
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Lau Summary Forms, Grades 7-12

There are four secondary forms, each with its own instructions

(see Memo. 31), but only three of the forms are to be completed
for each school:

Form 344, Seco-dary School Summary for Lau Instructional
Program. This form will be completed as a summary of the Lau
program at each junior and senior high school.

Form 1345, Secondary Lau ESL Class Teacher Summary . This
torm will be completed as a summary for each junior and senior
high school.

Form 1346, Senior High Lau ESL Class Student Summary . This
torm will be completed as a summary for each senior high school.

Form 1347, Junior High Lav ESL Class Student Summary . This
form will be completed as a summary for each junior high school.

Special Education

Special education NES/LES students will be counted on other

forms and not on those described in this letter.

Suggestions for Procedures

rJ
.

It may help to assign the completion of all secondary forms to
to one person since each form is a school summary, not a class
summary. |f others help in the data collection the coordinator
should have the responsibility for explaining the forms,
collecting the completed forms, using the checklist given for
quality control, presenting the set of forms for your review and

-signature on the checklist, and returning the forms to our

office by June 6 .

It may be desirable to design a worksheet for collecting some of
the information, or to use one of the forms for that purpose.
Please keep a file copy of each final form submitted.

The number of secondary school forms enclosed with this |etter
should suffice, since each is a school summary. In rare
instances where a second page is needed (to list more
teachers), duplicate extras from the blank form.
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V. Questions?

Questions about the Lau Summary forms not answered in the

materials in hand may be directed by the principal or forms
coordinator to:

Ed Negrete, Advisor -- §25-6867
Dick Reed, Advisor -- §25-6207

Reminder: Forms are to be accurately completed and returned to the

Research and Evaluation Branch by June 6 , 1980. Thank you
for your cooperation,

APPROVED: HARRY HAMDLER, Deputy Superintendent

[

N,
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Research and Evaluation Branch
Bilingual Evaluation Unit
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Memorandum No. 31
May 9, 1980
DUE DATE June 6, 1980

SUBJECT: REQUIRED INFORMATION FROM SECONDARY SCHOOLS FOR

I PURPOSE

The District Lau Plan requires that the district provide a year-end report
to the Office for Civil Rights. The accompanying Summary forms will pro-
vide some of the information for this report.

I BACKGROUND

"Student test scores, profile data, and the status of program implementation
and progress will be gathered centrally, summarized, analyzed, and reported
by Resecrch and Evaluation staff at midyear and again at year-end. Results
will be shared with program administrators and operators, and disseminated
to all other interested individuals." (LAUSD Lau Plan, p. 192)

il PROCEDURES TO BE FOLLOWED

The School Summary is designed to provide numerical descriptions of the Lau
program. This year the summary is comprised of three of the following four
forms for each school:

SECONDARY SCHOOL SUMMARY FOR LAU INSTRUCTIONAL
PROGRAM (Form 1344)

SECONDARY LAU ESL CLASS TEACHER SUMMARY (Form 1345)

SENIOR HIGH LAU ESL CLASS STUDENT SUMMARY (Form 1346)

JUNIOR HIGH LAU ESL CLASS STUDENT SUMMARY (Form 1347)

To avoid confusion in filling out these forms, the reader should keep in
mind the distinction among three separate terms of the Lau program.
These terms and their definitions are:

Bilingual program or bilingual/bicultural program. This refers

to students who are in a program where they receive communica-
tion skills in their primary language. This program is iden-
tified in Section IV of the Secondary Lau Student Profile form.

ESL Program. This is the total ESL program described in Section
VI of the Secondary Lau Student Profile Form, as opposed to ESL
classes, which are offered in both the E5L and bilingual pro-
grams. Students are in this program if they no longer receive
instruction in primary language communication skills.

ESL Classes. This refers to classes called ESL that are offered
af each level of both the bilingual and ESL programs.

£y,
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Following are some statements which will help you fill out these forms.
The statement numbers correspond to item numbers on the forms. 203

SECOMDARY SCHOOL SUMMARY FOR LAU INSTRUCTIOMAL
PROGRAM (Form |344)

I. Number of identified NES/LES students. Record the school's rnost
recent information based on BINL results.

2. Student results on the Test of Prerequisite Skills (CTBS Espanol,
Level C). This is for junior hidh students only. List the total
number passing and the total number not passing. This corresponds
to Section lIC on the Secondary LLau Student Profile Form.

3. Parent-student consultations. List the total number of students
whose parents were consulted. See Section Ill of the Student
Profile Form.

4. Number of NES/LES students by program. Give the total number of
students in each program: bilingual program, ESL program, and BILP.
See Sections IV and VI of the Student Profile Form.

S. Junior high Lau bilingual program classes. Of those classes listed,
give the number of periods offered as part of the bilingual program.
ESL is not listed since that information will be requested on another

* form. See Section IV, Student Profile Form.

6. Junior and senior high Lau ESL program classes. Of those classes
listed, give the number of periods offered as part of the ESL
program. See Section VI of the Student Profile Form.

Mote: If one of these classes listed — mathematics, orientation and
guidance, introduction to U.S. history, and geography—is used for both
bilingual program and ESL program students, count that class as being
offered in both questions 6 and 7. What we are looking for is the fact
that such a class is offered. Since we will not add the periods reported
in 6§ and 7, there will be no duplicated count.

7. Number of students meeting transition criteria. This will include all
students who have already or will have met the transition require-
ments by June 13. This means that students who will have success-
fully completed the ESL Advanced B or Level IV course by the end of
the spring semester should be counted in your transition number.

8. HNymber of NES/LES students in your school who live in the attendance
area of another school. List the number of NES/LES students in each
of the programs shown. Some schools may have NES/LES students in
more than one program, such as a paired school that also receives
PWT students. If all your NES/LES students come from your own
attendance area, you may leave the spaces blank.

0

Mumber of aide and tutor periods per week for ESL classes. This re-
fers to aides and tutors for those classes cailed £5L classes. An
aide would be anyone who is paid to assist in the ESL class. A
tutor would be a volunteer, either adult or student; however, count
students as tutors only if they are assiganed to that period as
tutors. -
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SECOMDARY LAU ESL CLASS TEACHER SUMMARY (Form 1345)

Enter the names of all teachers who are tearhing at least one ESL class. 209
If you fill out just one page, place a "I" after Page Number . It you have
more than 16 teachers, place a "I" on the first page, a "2" on the second
pege, and so on.

Complete the three columns for each teacher as instructed in the column
headings. Reminder: the number of ESL periods taught is requested in
periods per week, not per day.

SENIOR HIGH I_LAU ESL CLASS STUDENT SUMMARY (Form |348)
JUNIOR HIGH LAU ESL _CLASS STUDENT SUMMARY (Form 1347)

The only difference between these forms is in naming the levels of ESL
classes. In senior high they are Level I-4. In junior high they are
Beginning, Intermediate, Advanced A, and Advanced B.

In the column marked "Language Name," name all languages represented by
students in your ESL classes. In the column marked "Language Code," enter
the two-digit number that represents that language according to the
following table:

LANGUAGE CODE NUMBERS

.- - s — e ——— e
LANGUAGE | cove |  LANGUAGE 1 cosr !
l— - SRR U S T
Afzhan 23 3 tbo Vo2,
Atrikadns 86 ’ lcetrndic i
Albanimn a2 ; Indones.un ! -3 f
AMERICAN INDIAN W tratoan t <3
LANGUAGES W Jananase ! <5 :
Apacha a3 | Jwvanese ‘ LI AN
Cherokes o4 Yohmoar (Ceabodis 102 ;
Choctaw 05 :' K orean [ i
Crew (873 N Kue hish . 0 \
Crow o Lan 51
Hop 07 i t atvian ‘ iz I
Nivajo 08 & Litheantan .3
Other American M Malay 54 4
Inchan 10 b Mattess a1 i
Amhanc 22 Meiinas an 12 |}
Arabic LI tlongot.aon 55 .
Armerian 15 :1 Nepals 57
Assyrimn AL Norwegian 53
Basque 12 1 Panats 59
Hongah 14 i, Persian (Farsi) 51
Berber 16, PHILIFPINE
Bulgarnin 1 LANGUAGES
Burmese 18 ! Hucano €7 1
Ceylunese 20 Pudipino (T agton) 62
CHINESE i' Qther Phiippine 54
LANGUAGES il Polish §5
Cantoneze 22 ;} Portuguase 6
Mandarin 25 | Romanian 67
Toizhanate 21 i, Rominy X4
Other Chinese 26 3 fusuan 55
Creole 27 Samoan 9
Croat'in 24 ) Serbian 3]
Ciah 28 Serbo Crovtian 70
Oanazh 29 & Sinhatese 71
Outzh o Siovak ?
Estunian 12 Spanish 69
Fipn £3a -; Swviamtr )
Finnish 7 L SGwedish 73
Flomish I3 ,’ Tatatian 7
Frunch 35 Tanvaness !
Gania 5 l; Tha ? (
Gormuan 37 g Tibetan 7a i
Greoav gy Tun,n 76
Guarnanian an Turkish ) ;
Guarats 6 | Ukt nniin a1 !
Martian Cerai i s Lirddn [T
P vit oy ! [34 I Viste it s 3
Huotirewy D B Yaruby e ! ;
Hosety a2 b Yiddh (2N
Hu D e n as l! Crerve Not Lo, md et
. o ' - .

o

I.,\,J
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In the four columns under "Number of Students", enter the number of students
in each of the four levels of ESL classes for each of the languages listed
under Language Name.

Please return the completed summary forms by June 6, 1980 to:

Bilingual Evaluation Unit
Research and Evaluation Branch

Administrative Offices
Room G-265

-

This request for information has been approved by the Office of the Deputy
Superintendent. '

For assistance, please call Dr. Dick Reed, Advisor, (625-6207), or Mr. Ed
flegrete, Advisor (625-6867), Research and Evaluation Branch.

APPROVED: HARRY HANDLER, Deputy Superintendent

l’..'. >
£e s »

210




LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
Research and Evaluation Branch 211
Bilingual Evaluation Unit

DUE DATE: June 6, 1980
SECONDARY SCHOOL SUMMARY FOR LAU INSTRUCTIONAI PROGRAM

.Please enter the counts requested below in total numbers for the

school. Refer to the accompanying Memorandum 3 for instructions.
Thank you.

School Name_ Location Code

Area

1. MNumber f BINL-identified NES/LES students [ /[ [ [/

2, Student results on the Test of Prerequisite Skills
(CTBS :Zspanol, Level C) - Junior High only

Mumber passing CTBS Espanol, Level C [ 7 77

NMumber not passing CTBS Espanol, Level C [/ [/ /

3. Parent-student consultations .

Number of students whose parents werc informed of /[ 1L [/
bilinqual program placement

Number of students whose parents withdrew them [ [ [/
from the bilingqual program

Nunber of students whose parents were consulted / /1 L/
on their individual learning plan

4, iumber of identified NES/LES students by program:

Bilingual/bicultural program (junior high only) [/ [/

Lau English as a Second Language (ESL) program

{

Bilingual Individual Learning Program (BILP)

]

-4=30 “ . Form 1344
ERIC ‘

Lo
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School Name Location Code

Area

S. Junior high Lau bilingual program classes (other
than ESL) offered for NES/LES students based on
the master schedule

. NUMBER OF PERIODS

. Bilingual Program Class is "_-.SL Bilingual | Bilingual | Bilingual
Classes offered offered Teacher Aide Tutor
a551 assigned | assigned | assigned

Mathenatics /// /

Orientation & Guidance _
Intro to U.S. History W/
ard Geocraohy

6. Junlor and senior high Lau ESL program classes (other
than bilingual program) offered for NES/LES students,
based on the master schedule

NUM3ER CF PERIODS

Class 1s ESL . Bilingual | Bilingual : Bilingu
ESL Program Classes offered Teacher Teacher Aide Tutor
offered assigned assigned | assigned | assigned

Intro. to English
Reading

Intermediate Reading

Reading Skills

Mathematics

Orientation & Guidance

Intro to U.S. History
and Gecoxaphy

7. Number of students meeting transition criteria:

a. from bilingual program Or ILP to ESL program AN
b, from ESL program t¢ reqular program / Z Z /
4-80 -2 - rorm 1344
) : rll.
PR




School Name Location

Mumber of NES/LES students who live in the atten
area of another secondary school, and who are
participating in the following:

Educational options school (except alternative)
Permit with Transportation (PWT)

Magnet or alternative

Pair or cluster .

Midsite

Other:

Number of aide and tutor periods per week for
ESL classes

Number of aide periods per week for ESL classes

liumber of tutor periods per week for ESL, 6 classes

Code

Area

dance

l"‘ '
Lo s

Form 1344




DUE DATE: JUNE 6, 1980

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 214
Research and Evaluation Branch
Bilingual Evaluation Unit

School Name Location Code Area

SECONDARY LAU ESL CLASS TEACHER SUMMARY

/

Please fill in all of the following information auwout teachers who are
teaching one or more ESL classes.

Fage Number ~

Teacher Name

o Form 1345
L | -
o




DUE DATE: JUNE 6, 1980

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 215
Research and Evaluation Branch
Bilingual Evaluation Unit

School MName Location Code Area

SENIOR HIGH LAU ESL CLASS STUDENT SUMMARY

v

Give the total number of students in ESL classes by language and level.

NUMBER OF STUDENTS

Language Language
Code Name

Level 1 Level 2 ‘ Level 3 Level 4

Form 114A



. DUE DATE: JUNE 6, 1980

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 216
Research and Evaluation Branch
Bilingual Evaluation Unit

School tame Location Coce Area

JUNIOR HIGH LAU ESL CLASS STUDENT SUMMARY

rd

Give the total number of students in ESL classes by language and level

NUMBER OF STUDENTS

Language Language
Code Name Beginning{Intermediate] Advanced Al Advanced B
Q .
ERIC30 2};{; Form 1347




LOS ANGELES UMIF!ED SCHOOL DISTRICT 217
Research and Evaluation Branch
Bilingual Evaluation Unit

CHECKLIST FOR JUNIOR H|GH SCHOOL LAU SUMMARY FORMS

To facilitate the processing of your school summary forms use this checklist to
smake sure all forms are completed accurately. <

ltems to be checked off:

1. School name, location code, and area number on each form.

2. MNumber of MES/LES students based on most recent BINL results.
3. All boxes requiring numbers filled.

L. Include all teachers on form #1345, .
5. Language code language name for form #1347,

6. Principal's signature/name of contact person

on checklist form #1361.

Plcase check off each item listed below and return this checklist with all
completed forms. Check the forms being returned in the spaces provided.

1 Secondary school Summary-Lau Instructional Program-#1344,
I Secondary Lau ESL Teacher Summary-#1345.

! Junior high Lau ESL Class Student Summary-#1347.

1 Junior high school Lau Summary Checkiist-#1361.

tiame of person to be contacted if additional information is needed:

School Mame Schoo! phone

I have reviewed the information required for the Secondary Summary Forms and all
of the items listed above. To the best of my knowledge the information we have
provided is accurate.

Principal's signature

Peturn this Checklist with all forms to:

RESEARCH AND EVALUATION BRANCH
BILINGUAL EVALUATION UMIT
ROOM G-265

\‘1 2 F O
[ERJ!:S/BO K:,x, Form 1361




LOS ANGELES ULIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 218
Research and Evaluation Branch
Bilingual Evaluation Unit

CHECKLIST FOR SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL LAU SUMMARY FORMS

To facilitate the processing of your school summary forms use this checklist to
make sure all forms are completed accurately.

“Items to be checked off:

School name, locaticn code, and area number on each form.

2. MNumber of NES/LES students based on most recent BINL results.
3. All boxes requiring numbers filled.

L. 1Include all teachers on form #1345,

5. Language code for form #1346.

6. Principal’s signature/name of coatact person on
Checklist Form #1362.

Please check off each item listed below and return this check list with all
completed forms. Check the forms being returned in the spaces provided.

1 Secondary School Summary-Lau Instructional Program-#134h,
1 Secondary Lau ESL Teacher Summary-£1345.

1 Senior digh Lau ESL Class Student Summary-#1346.

1 Senior High School Lau Summary Checklist #1362.

Mame of person to be contacted if additonal information is needed:

School ‘ame School phone

| have reviewed the information required for the Secondary Summary Forms and all
of the items listed above. To the best of my knowledge the information we have
provided is accurate.

Principal's signature

Return this Checklist with all forms to:

RESEARCH AND EVALUATION BPANCH
BILINGUAL EVALUATION UNIT
ROOM G-265

Q
51{1(25/80 e Form 1362

IText Provided by ERIC




SUBJECT:

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
RESEARCH AND EVALUATION BRANCH
BILINGUAL EVALUATION UNIT

REFERENCE LIST NO. 26
May 13, 1980
(Effective: May 1980)

INFORMATION FOR PRINCIPALS ON COMPLETION OF LAU
SUMMARY FORMS FOR SPECIA ION y
BY JONE 37 .

Background

Lau Summary Forms, Special Educaticn
Suggestions for Procedure

Questions?

Background

Accounitability for comp iance with federal mandates in
bilingual education affects everyone in our district. The
Office for Civil Rights (OCR) recently declared over 200
district schools to he noncompliant on a variety of bilingual
issues, and threatened to withhold millions of dollars if the
schools did not quickly conform to Lau requirements.

One of the Lau Plan mandates for our Branch is to prepare
midyear and year-end reports for the Board and OCR on all
aspects of the district Lau program. We rely on school
personnel {for 1he data in these reports. Last May all schools
received a Lau Summary form to be completed and returned in
June. The return rates were: 92% for elementary, 74% for
junior high, 93% far senior high, and 74% for elementary and
junior high magnet schools. Because the returns were not
complete in every category, another noncompliance issue was
created for the district.

Returns from special education schools were not included
in the percentages last year because full implementation of
Lau for their NES/LES students was scheduled to begin later,
in September 1979. Information from regular schools serving
special education NES/LES youngsters was included in the
returns last year, as it will be this year. OCR requires
annual data on Lou activities from all schools. We need your
help to achieve the district qoal of a complete return for
1979-80.

219
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The Lau Summary forms explained in ihis reference list are
based on information in the district Lau Plan describing
services for NES/LES children with special education needs. The .
Plan also describes the year-end collection of data and the
corresponding responsibilities of the Research and Evaluation
Branch in.aggregating, analyzing, and reporting the results to .
the Board and to OCR. All schools will collect information
describing their NES/LES students in special education by
completing the forms described next. Please note this
distinction: students in regular classes who are receiving
services sponsored by the Special Education Division but who are
on their regular teacher's register will be counted by that
teacher on other forms {elementary forms 1348 and 1349;
secondary forms (344, 1345, 1346, and 1347), and not on the two
forms described below. The two forms described next are to be
used only in self-contained special education day classes,
whether in the regular schools or in the spectal education
schools.

Il.  Lau Summary Forms, Special Educcation

There are two special education forms, each with its own
instructions, to be completed for eack school:

Form 135!, Summary of Special Education Students in Lau
Programs Identified as NEglEES by Parent Inferview . This
torm will be completed as class summary of NES/LES special
education students by each Tregister-carrying special
education teacher of a self-contained day class. (Similar
children, if any, in regular classes will be counted as
part of their register-carrying teacher's class.) These
children's handicaps are such that using the BINL to
identify their language proficiency was not practicable, and
parent interviews were used instead.

The NES/LES students to be counted on Form 135] are
TMR, autistic, aphasic/SLH, hearing impaired/deaf, MH, and
DCH.

Categories of teachers and of student handicaps are
specified in the directions. (See accompanying Memo. 32.)

Form 1352, Summary of Special Education Students in Lau
Programs iaenhhea as NE§7[.ES by the BIFIL . This form
will be completed as a cl~ss summary of NES/LES special
educalion students by cach register-carrying special
education teacher of a self-contained day class . (Similar
children, if any, in regular classes will be counted as part

of their register~carrying teacher's class.)

The MES/LES students to be counted on Form 1352 are:
EH, EMR, OH/OHI, visually handicapped/blind, and pregnant
minors.

fry-y .
‘o. .



Categories of teachers and of student handicaps are 221
specified in the directions. (See accompanying Memo. 33.)

I11.  Suggestion for Procedure

It may help to assign one person to coordinate the process.
This person would explain and distribute the forms to
teachers; collect the completed forms; use the checklist
provided for quality control; present the set for your
review and signature on the checklist; and return the forms

to our office ‘;bZ June 9 ,

Note that the Lau Summary forms are designed to be completed
by each teacher designated in the instructions. The forms
are class summaries, not school summaries. Research and

Evaluation will do the tallying necessary to produce school
summaries.

It may help to design a worksheet for collecting the
information, or use a copy of the form as a work copy.
Please keep a file copy of each final form submitted.

The number of forms enclosed was an estimate of need based
on information gathered earlier in the school year and may
have changed by now. If more forms are needed, please

duplicate the extras needed. Kindly return any unused forms
to our office as soon as possibie.

IV. Questions?

Questions about the special education Lau Summary forms not
answered in the materials in hand may be directed by the
principal or coordinator to:

Elementary
Nancy Cott, Evaluator -- 625-6868

Miyeko Heishi, Advisor -- 625-6868

Secondorz

Ed Negrete, Advisor -- 625-6867

Dick Reed, Advisor -~ 625-6207

Reminder :

orms are to be accurately completed and returned to the
Research and Evaluation Branch by June 9 , 1980. Thank

you

fox your cooperation.

™~
APPROVED:  HARRY HANDLER, Deputy Superintendent

DISTRIBUT

ION: All Principals




LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
Research and Evaluation Brench 222
Bilingual Evaluation Unit

MEMORANDUM NO. 32
May 14, 1980 :

DUE DATE: June 9, 1980
Research and Evaluation,

G-265
SUBJECT: INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING SUMMARY OF SPECIAL
N STUDEN P R D AS

NES/LES BY PARENT INTERVIEW, FORM T35]

Reminder for regular schools : This form is to be completed by each
register-carrying special education teacher of a self-contained day
class. Students listed on a regular teacher's register and receiving
special education services are to Ee reported on other forms, not on this
form.

The special education summary is designed to provide numerical
descriptions of the Special Education Lau program in regular schaols and
special education schools . Items in this memorandum correspond to the

items in Form [35].

Boxes are provided for each i1wmerical response, one digit per box.
Use leading zeros for numerals less than two digits. Example: 5 would
appear as [0)5] .

NES/LES student information requested on this form refers only to

special education students in special day classes identified bv parent
interview,

A. Special Education Handicap Category--enter the code number that
describes the handicap category tor the majority of special education
NES/LES students in this class. |f more than one handicap category is
represented, enter the code for the majority and naome the other
handicap(s) under "Other."

B. NES/LES S*udent Information--this information is to be reported in
the tollowing manner:

[tem |--enter the number of special education students in this class
identified as NES/LES by parent interview.

[tem 2--enter the number of special education NES/LES _tudents in
this class by primary language. See Language Code
Table on the following page for a full listing of languages
and codes.

Continued

LR
Ko o

-
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Research and Evaluation Branch -2- MEMORANDUM NO. 32
May 4, 1980

LANGUAGE CODE TABLE

LATGUAGE | cove | LANGUAGE | esee] |
Atgran 23 ) bo 34
‘ Alfrikaans £6 Icelindic cr
Athinan 02 | indcnesian a5
AMERICAM INDIAN i takian 43
LANGUAGES i Japanesa 45
Apache 03 Javareso 47
Cherckea 04 Khmer (Cambodic , 19
Choctaw 05 ; Knrean 49
Cree Cc6 b Kurdish 50 H
Crow 09 Lao 51 i
Hop 07 4 Latvian 52 :
Navajo o8 Lithuanian £3 i
Other American L Maiay 54 i
Indran 10 % Malese 91 !
Ambhanc 92 :5 trelonesian 12 ‘
Arabic 11 ttongohan 56 i
Armenian 15 Nenal 57 !
Assyran 93 Norwegian se
B8asque 13 Panjabs 59 '
Bengais 14 ,; Persizn (Fars) 61 R
Berber 16 & PHILIPPINE '
7 Bulganian 17 LANGUAGES !
Burmeie 13 floca=o £9 |
Ceyinnase 20 Pilipino ( lagalogl 62 !
/ CHINESE i Orther Philippino £e
v LANGUAGES Y Poush 65
/ Cantonese 22 Poriuguesn 65
Mandarin 25 a Roman an 67 X
/ Torshanese ” i Romgny E?7
: Gther Chinese 26 Russian 55
Creole 27 Sarioen 64 '
Croatian 24 " Serdian 20 f
Czech 23 Serne Croatn [ ] |
Danish 29 Sinkalese 71
Cutch 30 Slo.a« 72
Eston,an 32 Scansh €0 i
Fipan 85 ?z Swah Y H 75 |
Finmish 31 Swecish . 73 |
Flermush 33 ! Tahit an 74 H
French 35 Taiwares ' G
Ganata 3% 4 Tra 77
German 37 ibetan 78 |
Greek 33 :' Tongan 79 H
Guamanian 4 Y Toursish y 8 !
Gujare*s €63 ;l Urrzivian [:3] f
Haitan Creo'e =9 Urcu , az2
Hawai an <9 Vietnamese 33
Hetrav, 1 " Yaruta { 55
I Hiney a2 Yidean g4
L Mungiran 44 h Qther ot Listed J 49 |

Item 3--enter the number of parents of special education NES/L_ES
students in this class participating in a parent educotion
program.

This request for information has been cpproved by the Office of
the Deputy Superintendent .

APPROVED: HARRY HAMDLER, Deputy Superintendent

DISTRIBUTION: All schools

LI R
£, 4 o\,




LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
Research and Evaluation Branch
Bilingual Evaluation Unit

224
DUE DATE: June 9, 1980

SUMMARY OF SPECIAL EDUCATION STUDENTS IN LAU PROGRAMS
IDENTIFIED AS NES/LES BY PARENT INTERVIEW

Complete this form for each special education day class for Lau
students identified as NES/LES by parent interview. This form
applies to reqular schools and special education schools. Refer
to accompanying Memorandum No. 32 for instructions.

Peminder for regular schools:  This form is to:be completed by each
register-carrying spectal education teacher of a self-contained day
cless. Students listed on a regular teacher's reglster and receiving
special education services are to be reported on uii er forms, not on
this form.

School Name ] Location Code [ [ | | [

Mame of register-carrying special education day class teacher:

Employee Number [ / | [ | | [

Special Education handicap category for thus class ! !
(record code in box):
Code Handicap Category Code Handicap Category
! TNR 5 MH
2 Autistic é DCH
3 Aphasic/SLH 7 Other (specify)
4 Hearing impaired/deaf
MNES/LES student information
I. Number of students in this class or progrem identified
as NES/LES by parent interview:
Language Background Number
A. Only primary language spoken ! 1 !
B. Primary language spoken with
some English ! 1
C. Primary longuage and English
used interchangeably ! ! !

Form 135!




Teacher Name School Location Code | |/
2. Number of identified MES/LES students in this class
by primary language (for other primary languages,
see accompanying Memorandum No. 32):
Code Language Mumber
15 Armenian [ [
22 Cantonese ! 1 1
45 Japanese I 1 1
49 Korean ! 1
—
60 Spanish 1 1
62 Pilipino (Tagalog) !l
Other (specify) ! !l
Other ’specify) I 1 1
Other (specify) Il ]

3. HMumber of parents of NES/LES students in this class
participating in a parent education progrcm: ! ! |

C. Evaluative comments or concerns

Thank you for your help.

5/80 -2- Form 1351




LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 226

Research and Evaluation Branch
Bilingual Evaluation Unit

MEMORANDUM NO. 33
May 14, 1980

DUE DATE: June 9, 1980
Research and Evaluation,
G-265

SUBJECT: INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING SUMMARY OF SPECIAL
DUCATION UDEN PROGRAMS 1DEN D
E IH , FORM 1352

Reminder for regular schools: This form is to be completed by each
register-carrying special education teacher of a self-contained day
class. Stucents listed on a regular teacher's register and receiving
special education services are” to Ee reported on other forms, not on this
form.

-

The special education summary is designed to provide numerical
descriptions of the Special Education Lau program in regular schools and
specic! education schools . Items in this memorandum correspond to the
items in Form [35Z.

Boxes are provided for each numerical response, one digit per box.
Use lecding zeros for numerals less than two digits. Example: 5 would
appear as /0/5] .

NES/L.ES student information requested on this form refers only to
special education students identified by the BIML. Do not include special
education students in special day classes whose language classification has
not been verified by the BINL. .

A. Special Education Handicap Category--erter the code number that
describes the handicap cédtegory for special education NES/LES students
in this class. If more than one handicap is represented, enter the
code for the gcjority and name the other handicap(s) under "Other."

B. MES/ILES Student Information--this information is to be reported in
in the following manner: )

Item I--enter the number of BINL identified special education
students by primary language in this class. See Language
Code Table on the following page for full listing of

languages and codes.
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Research and Evaluation Branch -2- mEMORANDUM NO. 33
May 14, 1980
LANGUAGE CODE TABLE
s T 7T 23 |CHINESE ; b 4! Poisn
N (Ja:fli ' 86 LANGUAGES |c:londnc g1 : Portuguese
i( At aan 02 Cantonese 73 Indonesian 45 Romanian
SAMERICAI 12ID1AN tiandzrin 25 Itahian 43;  Romany
:,( LANGUAGES B""""““' 2 Jzpanese as ! Russ an
v ADeihe 03 the: Chincse ,7,5 Javanese 47 Samcan
| Cwerokee 04 Creote 27 Khmer (Cambodia ) 19{ . Sernan
4 Crocta.s 05 Croatizn 24 K. orean 49 | Serbo Croatian
i Cree cs Czech 28 Kurdish 50|  Sinnaiese
Crow g3 | Dnuh 24 Lae 51}  Slovax
Fop 07 EDU"C" 32 ! Latvian 52 Spansh
Navao 03 F‘ O:'an 28 l Lithuanian 53 Swaahiis
irer Amernican o 31 | Malay 54 | Swac.sh
{2dian 10 Flomih 33 | Maltese 91 Tahitan
Armnane 92 F .n 'h 35 | Melanesian 12 Taiwznese
Aramic 1 Gares, 2 Mongoiran £6 Tha
anda 36 | Tibe‘an
Arrmenian 15 | German 37 Nepal 57 T
Assyrian 93 Greek a8 Norwsegian 58 | TOﬂg‘;;
Baicue 13 Guamanian 48 Pznjabi 59 uret
Bergats 14 Guorarals 63 Parsian (Fars)) 61 Ukrainan
Earser 16 | Janan Creols 32 PHIL IPPINE Iooyroy
Euiganian 17 | 5 Hawauan a9 1 LANGUAGES 1 gltnemese
Bu-mete ! 18 17 ponren a1’ 4 Hocano gy’ YLt
Cayicress 20 i Pilipino (Tagalog) €2 e
| vicn H ] :Lnnao-man 3 ? Other Philppine €. 0rherf»cr Listed
Item 2, secondary only--erter the number of special education
NES/LES students in each ESL level. ESL achievement levels
are based on the District English-as-a-~Second-Language
described in the Secondary Program Section, p.l0! of the
District Lau Plan.
Item 3, elementary only--enter the number of special

education NES/LES students in this class who have
met the Lau criteria for beginning English reading for the

appropriate curriculum model listed below.

Criteria for Beginning English Reading

Lau Plan, page

I.  Roman Alphabet Languages: passed
Moreno Test with o0% mastery, and
achieved basic reading comprehension
in primary language

2. Other Than Roman Alphabet Languages:

. completed Level | of H200+ as measured by
Moreno Test and completed English reading
readiness skills

OR

reads in primary language and is competent
in English reading readiness skills

Incividual Learning Plan: completed
Level | of H200+ as measured by Moreno Test

79

80

81

82

and possesses reading skills for English reading

./

ke 0w
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Research and Evaluation Branch -3- MEMORANDUM NO. 33

ltem 4, elementary only--enter the number of special
education NES/LES students in this class who met all four
transition criteria to an English-only prograin of
instruction during the 1979-80 school year.

Transition Criteria Lau Plan, page(s)
. I. Recommended by teacher 55-56
2. Identified as FES on BINL 56
3. Scored at or above the |6th percentile .57
on ¢ standardized test of reading and
mat..
4. Recommended by local administrator after 57

consultation with staff and parent

Item 5, secondary only--cnter the number of special education NES/
LES students in this class who have completed during the
1379-80 school year or will complete b the end of this
semester ESL advanced B or Level |/ skius as measured by
district ESL criterion-referenced tests.

C. Classicon: Information--this information is to be reported in the
followiny manner:

Item |--enter the number of special educ-tion NES/LES students in
this class by the educational program.

Iltem 2, regular schools only--enter the number of special
- education NES/LES students in ihis class bv program
placement. Note: A bilingual program is a system of
instruction which uses two languages,. one of which s
English, as a means of instruction. -

Itern 3--enter the code(s) that best describes the personnel
providing primary language instruction for the spec.al
education NES/LES students in this class.

[tem 4--enter the number of average daily hours that a bilingual
aide is assicned to specmi education NES/LES students in
the class. Do not use frac*ions.

This request for information has been approved by the Office of
the Deputy Superintendent.

APPRCVED: HARRY HANDLER,Deputy Superintendent

DISTRIZUTION:  Al! schools




LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
Research and Evaluation Branch
Bilingual Evaluation Unit 229

o3

DUE IMATE: June 9, 1980

-~

SUMMARY OF SPECIAL EDUCATION STUDENTS IN LAU PROGRAMS
IDENTIFIED AS NES/LES BY THE BINL

Complete this form for each special education day class implementing

. a Bilingual Individualized Education Progrom (BIEP) for NES/LES
students. This form applies to reqular schools and special education ‘
schools. Refer to accompanying Memorandum No. 33 for instructions. |

Reminder for reqular schoois: This form is to be completed by each
register-carrying special education teact er of a self-contained day clas .
Students listed on a regular teacher's register and receiving special
education services are to b» reported on other forms, not on this form.

School Name Location Code t [t 1 | |/

Name of register-carrying special education day class teacher:

Emplcyee Number | ¢y | | | | }

Special Education hendicap cotegorl for this class
{(record code 1.1 box):

~—
~—

|

Code Handicap Category Code Handicap Cotggc;ry |
I -EH 5 Pregnant Minors

2 EMR (McAlister and Riley

3 OH/OHI schools only)

4 Visually hamdicapped/blind 6 Other (Specify)

MNES/LES student information

4

[. MNumber of BINL-identified NES/LES students in this class bv primary
language (for other primary languages, see accompanying Memorandum

No. 33):

Code Language . Code
17 Armenian 11 49
22 Cantounese I 1/ 60
45 Japanese [ I ! 62

Other (specify)

Lanquage

Korean ! 1
Spanish i
Pilipino ! !
(Tagalng) -

Other (specify)

, Torm 1352



Teacher Name

2.

Elementary only: Number of NES/LES students in
this class who have met the Lau criteriag for
beginning English reading:

Elementary only: Number of NES/LES students in
this class who have met the transition criteria

to an English-only program of instruction during
the 19/'7”-% school year:

Secondary only: Number of special education

NES/LES students in this class by ESL levels:
Beginning (Level )
intermediate (Level II)
Advanced A (Level ill)
Advanced B (Level V)

Secondary only: Number af NES/LES students in

this class who have completed ESL Advanced B of
Level IV skills as measured by district ESL course
criterion-referenced tests:

C. Classroom information

l.

2.

Number of special educntion MES/LES students by
educational program:

Description
IEP that includes ESL

IEP based on biiing.ual progrem

School Location Code | } | |

Regular schools only: Number of special education

NES/LES students by prograr placement:

Descrigfion

Students are participating in bilingual
and ESL program in special day class

Students are participating in bilingual
and ESL program in reqular school location

Students are participating in ESL progrcm
in regular school location

tudents are participating in bilingual program

in reqular schoo! location

230
! ! ]
! ! ]
[ ! 1
! 1.1
)
! 1 ]

! 1 1
! I
! ! 1
/] ! ]
P
! I !
! 1 ]

; Form 1352




Teacher Name Schoo!l Location Code |} | | | |

3. The Special education NES/LES students are receiving 251
primary language instruction from the following personnel
(record code in box for each that applies):

Code Description

I Special education teacher with

district A fluency level ! |/
2 Special education teacher with

district B fluency level with

bilingual aice ’ /!
3 Special education monolingual

English specking teacher with

bilingual aide !l 1
4 Itinerant bilingual aide in

special education school ! |
5 Bilingual lab aide in special

education school [
6 Primary language teacher in

regular school location 1
7 Other (explain)

3. Number of average daily hours that a bilinguc! cide is
assigned to these students (use nearest whole hour; no

fractions): |
Evaluctive romments or concerns:
Thank you for your help.
5180 -3- Form 1352
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Research and Evaluation Branch
Bilingual Evaluation Unit

CHECKLIST FOR SPECIAL EDUCATION LAU SUMMARY FORMS

To facilitate the processing of your Lau Summary Forms (Forms 1351 and 1352)
use this checklist to make sure all forms are completed accurately.

ltams to be checked:

1. School name, location code, name of person completing the form,
and employee number.

2. All boxes reguiring numbers filled.

3. Form 1352 only: Section B; items 4 and 5 completing the form,
secondary schools only; items 2 and 3, elementary schools only.

L. tMame of contact person and principal's signature on checklist.

Pleass check each item beiow and return this checklist with all completed forms.
Check the forms being returned in the spaces provided.

1 Summary of Special Education Students in Lau Programs
Identified as NES/LES by the BINL (Form No. 1352).

I  Summary of Special Education Students in Lau Programs
Identified as NES/LES by Parent Interview (Form Mo. 1351).

1 Checklist for Special Education Lau Summary Forms 1363.

Name of person to be contacted if additional! information is needed:

School Name School phone

I have reviewed the information required for the Summary of Special Education
Students in Lau Progr-ns (Forms No. 135) and 1352) and all of the items listed
above. To the best of my knowledge the information we provided is accurate.

Principal's signature

Return this Checklist with all forms to:.

RESEARCH AND EVALUATION BRANCH
BILIMSUAL EVALUATION UNIT
ROOM G-265

Form 1363

r .
l.\

-




* ENGLISH
i

-

Date - School

Teacher

HOME LANGUAGE SURVEY

The California Education Code requires schools to determine the language(s) spoken at home by each
student. This information is essential in order for schools to provide meaningful instruction for
all students. ‘

Your cooperation in helping us meet this important requirement is requested. Please answer the

following questions and have your son/daughter return this form to his/her teacher. Thank you
for your help.

BWame of student:

Last First Middle Grade Age

1. which language did your son or daughter learn when he or she first began to talk?

2. what language does your son or daughter most frequently use at home?

3, What langvage do you use most frequently to speak tc your soen or daughter?

State of California

Cepartment of Education

i ture ent o ian
OPER - LS 77 Signa of parent or guardiar

o ] LIRS

L A




PUNJABI
HOME LANGUAGE SURVEY
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£05 AYGZILES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
Bilingual-ESL Services Branch

. KEFORANBUM NO. 1
September 6, 1979

ERP0LLMENT P20CESURES REQUIRED BY DISTRICT LAU PLAN FOR -
1679-20 -- ELENZHUTARY SCHOOLS

I. Purpsse
IT1. Backcround -
11I1. Proceduyres

I. Purpose ] -

The District Lau Plan requires that each school incorporate the
identificetion and assessment of national origin mirority pupils
(Lau Pupiis) into the regular enrollment process. Information
and s2mple forms to facilitate this process are included with
this mzmoranzun.

I[I. Bictground

Tnis Bistrict Lau Plen and state legislation A3 132¢ recuire that
eech scnsol:

1. Icantify all national origin minority students from homes
viare a language other than English is spoken

2. Assess the English language proficiency and other eduyzational
neads of identified students through diagnostic/prescriptive
procadures

3. Place the student in an educational program which will meet the
assassad neads of the identified students

4. Inforz all parents of the programs desicned for students of non
and lirited-English speaking ability

5. [Infor=z parents of each identified non or limited-Enqlish speaking
student of th2 placement of their child intd a bilinqual program
and their right to withdraw their child from the bilingual program
of instruction.

I:1. Procedures

Ihe follcsing 2re reminders of procedures described in the District Lau
Plan that ere to ue 1n effect during the 1979-80 school year:

)
<! 4—4|
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Ho-2 Languace Survey

Th2 Home Language Survey will pe incorporatad into the enroll-
nent procedures for each new student. The Survey is to be cou-
pleted by the parent/guardian and placed into the siudents cumu-
lative record. Enclosed are Home Language Surveys in the 14 lan-
guages rost frequently spoken in the District. If additional
copies are needed, they may be reproduced at the school or you
nay request additional copies from the Bilingual-ESL Services
Branch on the form provided.

Acministration of the English Language Proficiency Test /SIMHL)

Any stugent identified with the Home Languzge Survey as coming
from 2 nome where a language other than English is spoken must
be assessed with the Basic Inventory of Matural Language. A
studant is considered as coming from a home where a language
other than English is spoken when a languzge other than English
is identified in response to any of the three questions asked
on thz Home Language Survey.

A d=
the

iled review of the BINL process will be fortgioming from
h

T2
Passarch and Evaluation Branch.

Tne SI'IL rmust be administered by a certificeted teacher vho has
recaived the necessarv training. The assa2ssrent nust take place
within the first thirty days of schcol and pricr to final place-
rant of the pupil.

Additioral BINL forms may be requested frcm the Bilingual-ESL
Services Branch on the form provided.

Paran* Brochures

In rosponse to the requirement that all parents in the District
ba informaed of programs provided for ncn- and 1imited-English
sneakers as well as the opportunity for fluent English speakers
to participate in these bilingual programns, a brochure has been
developed end is now available in English, Spanish, Cantonese,
Yorean, Japanese, Pilipino and Samoan. You will receive bro-
chures in English and Spanish under separate cover. ieeded
copies of the brochure in the other available languages may be
requestad from the Bilingual-ESL Services Branch on the form
provided.

The brochures for parents are to be sent home with all students
within the first tuo weeks of school and hareafter included in
the enrollaent process.

Pecont Notification of Cnrollment in a Bilinqual Progran of

Tn-truction

Once idantified through the BINL, non- and limited-Inglich speaking

I.!‘
LECE W
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students are to be placed into a bilingual program of instruc-
tion consistent with the District Lau Plan and A2 1329 requ-
lations within tuo weeks of being so identified. Parents/
guardians of these pupils are to receive an orientation ses-

sion at which time they will be notified of the enrollment of
their child into a bilingual program. The content of this orien-
tation session can be found on 9. 175 of the Lau Plen.

The enclosad liotification of Enrollmant form is to be given to

s the parents/quardians of the non- and limitad-English speaking
pupils at the orientation session. In the event that parents/
guardians are not abie to attend this meeting, the lotification
of Enrollment form should be sent to them by U.S. mail.

tMotification of Enrollment forms are available in En~lish, Spanish,
Cantonese, :Korean, Japanese, Pilipino and S2moan. Copies of the
appropriate forms for your school are included with this packet.
Schools are asked to reproduce needed copies at the local school. -
Additional languages may be requested on thz form provided,

E. Sample Parent Consent Form for Fluent-English Speaking Participaits

A3 1329 requires that approximately on2-third cf the bilingual class-
rocn bz corposed of fluent-English-speaking pupils not requirirg
biling.al instruction. A fluent-English-sc2aking pupil for this
purpose is: -
1. A student vho comes from a home where only English is spoken,
or

2. A student who comes frem a hoame where a language other than
English is spoken and has been identified on the BIlIL as
F€S (Functional English Speakirg) or PcS (Proficient English
Speaking)

These puplis may, with parent approval, participate -in the bilingual
instructional program. It is suggested that these parents also be
- invited to the orientation session.

Parents of fluent-English-speaking pupils rust sign a conzent form
indicating their willingness to have their children participate in

a bilingual program of instruction. A suggasted form for this pur-
pose is enclosed. This Torm may be changed to reflect the situation
at the local school. This form is available in Lnglish, Spanish,
Cantoncse, Yorean, Japanese, and Pilipino. Forms in langGuages other
than the ones you have received may be requested on the form providad.

Fluent-Enqglish-speuking pupils may be assigned to a classroon where
bilinqgual instruction is occuring, but they need not participate in
the bilingual program of instruction. Reasonable efforts should

be made net to assign to bilingual classroems pupils who will not
be participating in bilingual programs of instruction. A parent
consent ferm is not requived in this situation.

’
ll.
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F. Progrem Placement Procedures

Cnce identified, HES/LES studentc are to be clustered for instruc-
ticn on th- basic of language and grade level or combination grade
levels. They are to be provided the bilingual instructional model

of highest priority possible consistent with bilingual teacher/aide
rasourcas available in the school. Organizational models are priori-
tized on pp. 74 to 76 of the Lau Plan.

. . litthin tuo weeks of assignment to a bilingual program, NES/LES
) students will be assessed for curricular placemant in those areas
listad on p. 48 of the Lau Plan.

BINL forms for primary language assessra2nt may be requested from
the Bilingual-ESL Services Branch on the form provided.

G. Individual Learn:ag Program

n2S/LES students are to be provided an Individu2l Learning Plan if{

1. Limitation of bilinqual resources precludes the offéring of
a model of higher priority; or

2. The parent/quardian of the identified pupil has withdrawn
the child from the bilingual program.

rarent must be consulted in the dev2lop~ent of the individual
zrning Plan. The Iandividual Learning Plen dzveloped for each
pusil rust be kept on file at the school. -

IZS/LZS students in an Individual Learning Program will be assessed
for placerent in those arzas listed on p. 42 of the Lau Plan.

in su-—ary, included in this packet are:

1) Sarple copies of the Home Language Survey in the fourteen
languages most frequently spoken in the district. lore copies
ray be requested by returning the enclosed form.

2) Copies of the official Notification of Enrollment in a Bilingual
-~ Pregram of Instruction are included. Schools to make additional
copies as necded.

3) Sarple letters for parents of the fluent-English speaking portion
of the bilinqual class. These letters may bte changed to reflect
the school population and local situation.

Request for additional copies of needed forms.

ATPPOVED:  JOMHN F. LEOQN, Associate Superintendent

DISTRIGUTICY: Principals of Elementary Schools
Arca Offices
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- LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
Bilingual-ESL Services Branch

MEMORANDUM 10, 2
September 6, 1979

E£20LLMENT PROCEDURES REQUIRED BY DISTRICT LAY PLAN FOR
1979-280 -- JUIIOR HIGH SCHOOLS

1. Purpose
IT. Bc kground
[IT1. Procuedures

I. Purpose
Tng District Lau Plan requires that each school incorporate the
idhn-1fication and assessment of national origin minority pupils
(Lau Puoils) into the regular enrollment process. Information
and sarple forms to facilitate this process are included with
this memorandum.

I1. Background

District Lau Plan and state legislaticn AB 1329 require that
s5chool:

Identify all national origin minority students from homes
\here a language other than English is spoken

—

2. Assess the tEnglish language proficiency and other educational
necds of identified students through diagnostic/prescriptive
procedures

3. Plice the student in an educitional program which will meet
the assessed needs of the identified students

_/"\

4. Inform all parents of the programs designed for students of non-

and limited-English speaking ability

5. Inform parents of each identified non or limited-Cnglish spe
student of the placement of their child into a bilingual pre
and their right to withdriw their child from the bilingual pr
of instruction.

III. Procedures

19

_.am

The following are reminders of procedures described in the District Lau

Plan that are to be in effect during the 1979-20 school year:

far0y
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A. Home Language Survey

The Home Language Survey will be incorportated into the enroll-

rent procedures for each new student. The Survey is to be com-

pleted by the parent/guardian and placed into the student's cumu-

lative record. Enclosed are Home Language Surveys in the 14 lan-

guages most frequently spoken in the District. If additional -
_ copies are needed, they mav be reproduced at the school or you '

ray request additional copies from the Bilirgual-ESL Services

o Branch on the form provided.

B. Administratfon of the English Language Proficiency Test (BINL)

Any student identified with the Home Language Survey as coming
from a home where a language cther than.English is spoken must
be assessed with the Basic Inventory of Natural Lanquage. A
student is considered as coming from a home where a language
other than English is spoken when a language other than English
is identified in respnnse to any of the three questions asked

on tha Home Language Survey.

A detailed review of the BINL process will be forthcoming from
the Research and Evaluation Branch. .

The BIIL must be administered by a certificated teacher Or coun-

salor who has received the necessary training. The assessment

rust take place within the first thirty days of school and nrior

to final placement of the oupil. :
©

4

sdditional BlL forms may be requested from the Bilingual-ESL
Services Branch on the form provided.

r. Assessment and Placement Procedures

A1l neuly-identified NES/LES students shall be further assessed
to deternine appropriate program placement. Appropriate program
placevent for these students is as follows:

1. *on- and limited-English speakers whose primary language is
Spanish and who are new to this country.
Students in this group will be assessed with the following

tests for placement into the appropriate program consistent
with the Secondary Component of the Lau Plan, pp. 97-109:

a. CTBS Espafiol, tevel C (Test of Prerequisite Skills)

b. ESL'Placement Test (Currently used with District ESL
Course of Study)

c. Math Skills Placement Test (Deterqined locally)
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2. Non and limited-English-speakers whose primary language 241
is Spanish and who are newly-enrolled from another District
school or any other school in this country.

1f records for these students indicate that they have parti-
cipated in a formal program of reading in Enylish, they will
be assessed for placement into the Lau ESL Program with:

a. ESL Placement Test (Currently used with the District ESL
Course of Study) )

b. Math Skille Placement Test (Determined locally)

If records indicate that the student has not participated in a

formal program of reading in English, the student will be

assessed for placement into the appropriate program consistent

with the Secondary Component of the Lau Plan, pp. 97-109:

a. CTBS Espaiiol, Level C (Test of Prerequisite Skills) -

b. ESL Placement Test (Currently used with District ESL
Course of Study) ’

c. Math Skills Placement Test (Determined locally)

3. Mon and limited-English speakers vhose primary languace is
other than Spanish.

tudents in this group will be assessed with the following
tests for placement into the Lau ESL Programs with:

a. ESL Placement Test (Currently used with the District ESL
Course of Study)

b. Math Skills Placement (Determined locally)

Test of Prerequisite Skills (Spanish Literacy Test)

The C.T.8.S. Espanol-Level C will be used as the Test of Prerequisite
Skills as indicated above. Please return the enclosed form with the
estimated number of tests needed. Further information on the admin-
istration of the Test of Prerequisite Skills will be included with
the test packet.

Parent ilotification of Enrollment in the Lau Bilingual Program

on and 1imited-English speakers whose primary language 7> Spanish
who do not have prerequisite literacy skills in Spanish as assessed
with the C.T.B.S. Espaiol, Level C will be placed in the Lau Bilingual
Program consistent with the Lau Plan pp. 103-104.

Parents/quardians of these pupils are to receive an orientation ses-
sion at which time they will be notified of the enrollment of their
child into a bilingual program. The content of this orientation ses-
sion can be found on p. 175 of the Lau Plan.

I,,'
AV
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The enclosed iotification of Enrollment form (Secondary Schools)

is to be given to the parents/guardians of the non and limited-
English speaking pupils at the orientation session. In the event
that caron*s/guard1ans are not able to attend this meeting, the
notification of Enrollment form should be sent to them by U.S. mail.

Copies of the Parent Nntification of Enrollrent into the Lau

Bilincual Program arc 1ncluded in this packet. Schools may re-

produce needed copies locally or may request additional copies
4 : frcm the Bilingual-ESL Services Branch on the enclosed form.

In summary, included in this packet are:

1) Sample copies of the Home Language Survey in the fourteen
]aqeaages most frequently spoken in the district. bMore
copies may te requested by returning the enciosed form.

. 2) Copies of the official Notification of Enrollment in a Bilingual
Program of Instruction (Secondary Schools) are 1nc]uded Schocls
may duplicate additional copies as needed or request more copies
hy returning the enclosed form.

3) 2=cuest for additional copies of needed forms.

For assistance, please ééYl your Area Bilingual Advisor or the Bilinqual-
ESL Serwvices Branch at 625-6743

APPROVED:  JOHI F. LEON, Associate Superintendent

DIST2ICYUTICH:  Principals of Junior High Schools
Avea Offices
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LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
Bilingual-ESL Services Branch

MEMORANDUM NO. 3
September 6, 1979

ENROLLMENT PROCEDURES REQUIRED BY DISTRICT LAU PLAN FUR
15/9-20 -- SENIOR HiGH SCHOOLS

[. Purpose
11. Background
IIT1. Procedures

1. Purpcse

The District Lau Plan requires that each school incorporate the
ident1fication and assessment of naticnal origin minority pupils
(Lau Pupils) into the regular enrollment process. Information
ard sample forms to tacilitate this process are included with
thi1s memorandum.

IT. Background

The District Lau Plan and state legislation AB 1329 require that
each school:

. Identify all national origin minority students from homes
where a language other than English is spoken

2. Assess the English language proficiency and other educationat
needs of identified students through diagnostic/prescriptive
proceduras

3. Place the student in an educa.ional program which w111 meet the
assessed needs of the identified students.

11I. Procedures

The following are reminders of procedures described in the District Lau
Plan that are to be in effect during the 1979-80 school year:

A. Hcme Language Survey

The Home Language Survey will be incorporated into the enrollment
procedures for each new student. The Survey is to be completed
by the parent/quardian and placed into the students cumulative
record. Enclosed are Home Language Surveys in the 14 languages
most frequently spoken in the District. If additional copies

are needed, they may be reproduced at the school or you may
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request additional copies from the Bilingual-ESL Services
Branch on the form provided.

Administration of the English Lanquage Proficiency Test (BINL)

Any student identified with the Home Language Survey as coming
from a home where a language other than English is spoken must
be assessed with the Basic Inventory of Natural L&nguage. A
ctudent is considered as coming from a home where a language
other than English is spoken when a langu¢ge othe" than English
is identified in response to any of the three questions asked
on the Home Language Survey.

A detailed review of the BINL process will be forthcoming from
the Research and Evaluation Branch.

The BI!iL must be administered by a certificated teacher or coun- _
celor who has received the necessary training. The assessment
must take place within the first thirty days of school and prior
to final nlacement of the student.

Additional BINL forms may be requested from the Bilingual-ESL
Services Branch on the form provided.

A-sessiont and Placement Procedures

A1l identified NES/LES students shall be further assessed to
determine appropriate placement in the Lau ESL. Program. Instru-
nents to be used for placement are:
1. £5L Placement Test (Currently used with the District ESL
Course of Study.)
2. ath Skills Placement Test (Determined locally; for those
students for whom mathematics 1s required.)

{n suvmary, included in this pack~t are:

1) Sample copies of the Home Language Survey in the fourteen
languages most frequently spoken in the district.

2) Forms for reqﬁesting:

a. Home Language Surveys
b. BINL forms

For assistance, please call your Area Bilinqual Advisor or the Bilingual-

ESL Services Branch at 625-6743

APPROVED: JOHW F. LECN, Associate Superintendent

DISTRISUTICH: Principals of Senior High Schools

Area QOffices
I"" .
J 4
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Memorandum No. &

Movemper 26, 1979

SUBJECT: SUGGESTED PROCESS TO DEVELOP BILINGUAL INDIVIDUAL LEARNING PLAN

[f.

FOR NES/LES PUPILS AND RESPONSE TO ADDITIONAL 5CHOOL PLAN
REQUIRESENTS FOR SCHOOLS RECEIVING ETA-LES/MES FUNDS

[. Purpose
II. Background
[11. Procedures to be Followed

PURPQOSE
In order to assist schools receiving EIA-LES/NES funds, a suggested
description of the process used to develop required Bilingual

Individual Learning Plans and a format of the BILP have been
developed. ,

BACXGROUID

The follcwing background information is taken from the State Departmrent
“emorandun dated August 24, 1979.

<chool Plan Reguirements fcr Schools Receiving EIA-NES/LES Funrds

A3 65 requires that each school receiving EIA funds develop and submit
a nlan to the State Department of Education. For schools which receive
EIA-S7E, SIP, and/or Title I funds in addition to EIA-LES/NES monies,
this requirement is met by the development and submission of a three-
year school comprehensive program plan using Option 1, 2, or 3. For
schools which receive only EIA-LES/NES funds but not SCE, SIP, and/or
Title I, the following requirements apply:

Schools with 21 or More LES/NES Students

Schools with 21 or more LES/NES students must have a bilingual
education committee and must prepare a school plan. If there
are ten or more LES/NES students of the same primary language
at a grade level, the school must vffer an a,b, or c type
bilinqual program and must develop a comprehensive program
plan for the bilingual program classrooms. The plan must
also include a description (see the following paragraph) of
the BILP's for LES/NES students not in bilingual program
classrooms,

‘
IR
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Schools with 21 or more LES/NES students, but with fewer
than 10 LES/NES students of the same primary language

at any grade level, must provide services to LES/NES
students through individual learning programs. In such
instances, each school must develop and submit to the
Department at least the following:

1. School plan common pages: 1, 2 (revised);
3, 4 (revised); 5, 7, 8 (if applicable);
and 9

2. -A brief description of the following:

How student needs are to be assessed
as a basis for designing the BILP

- The process for consulting with the
student and his or her parent or
guardian regarding the BILP for the
student

- The format for a BILP

- How student progress will be evaluated
as a basis for measuring effectiveness
of the services provided to the LES/NES
students

Schools with 20 or Fewer LES/MNES Students

Schools with 20 or fewer LES/NES students and which are not
required to have_a bilingual education advisory committee
have a choice of formats for describing their program. The
program description may be a district-level description for
several such schools, or a description may be developed by
each school.

In either case, the program description muyst, at a minimum,
contain:

1. School plan pages: 2 and 4 (revised); 7 and 8
(71f applicable); and 9

2. A brief description of the following:

- How student needs are to be assessed as
a basis for designing the BILP

- The process for counseling with the student
and his or her parent or guardian regarding
the BILP for the student

246
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- The format for BILP

- How student progress will be evaluated
as a basis for measuring effectiveness
of the services provided to LES/NES
students

o
—
-—

PPOCEDURES TO SE FOLLOWED

Schools receiving only EIA-HES/LES funds but not SCE, SIP, and or Title !
funds must include a description of the BILP process for NES/LES students
not in bilingual program classrooms with the required revised school plan
rages currently teing prepared.

The sugqested description of the process to develod 8i1ingual
ingividual Learning Plans and a format for the BILP have been enclosed
for your consideration. -

Schools electing to use the enclosures should adopt the description
cutline to correspond to their BILP development process.

Acditicnal CiLP forms may te requested beginning December 14, 13879,
by cailing thms office at 625-6743.

if there ara any questions, please call your bilinocual area advisor or the
21 1incual-£.L Services Branch at 625-6743.

APPROVED: JOHN F. LEON, Associate Superintendent

Q
ERIC .
L E————— y, t »

L




LOS ANGELES UNITICD SCHOOL DISTRICT
BILINGUAL-ESL SERVICES BRAICH
Description of the Process Used to Develop 248
-Bilingual Individual Learning Plans
for MES/LES Students

Form i .

L

The procadures below describe the BILP develupment process used when 1-9 MES/LES

_ stucents of the same primary language are enrclled at the same or combined grade
levels and bilinaual resource personnel is available in the classroom for three
‘hours daily. :

Assessment and Placement Procedures

Assessment and placement tests for NES/LES students are required .
in order to ensure appropriate program design. .

In accord with the district Lau Plan and State regulations, the
follcwing are required:

. English Langauge BIMNL ) -
(Test of English proficiency)

. Primary Language BINL
(Test of primary language proficiency)

Furtherrore, individual diagnosis using placement tests described
in the local school plan is required in the follcising skill areas:

. Oral English as a Second Language

. English reading (when student has met criteria
for reading in English)

. ¥ath

. Primary language development

. Primary language reading

Procram Description

Based on the results of tests identified above, students are placed
-in proqrams appropriate to identified needs. Each school has the
responsibility to select the materials which most appropriately
reet students' needs.

Because of “e uniqueness of each school's plan, BILP Form 1 will
be used to -acord the following program information:

. Description of program and materials used

. Reinforcement activities to provide primary language
support; and

. Instructional time daily

This inferration will be provided for the following areas:

. Enalish-As-A-Second Language

. Prirary Oral Language Development

. Prirary Languaqe Reading

. Enalish Reading (if applicable) N

. lath o

. Social Studies including Multicultural Education




Evaluation of Pupil Progress

_ 249

Pupil progress is evaluated through a variety of means including:

District mandated standardized testing in English,
reading, and math

District developed continua, performance tests, and
profiles; and/or
Teacher-rrade assessments

‘Consuyit2tion With Parents

parent consultation regarding the development of the BILP may take
nlac2 through a variety of means.

. A Parant Orientation Meeting

. Individual Parent Conference

. A Kore Visit _
. A Telennone Conversation

A receiot of mailed Notification of Enrollment
in 8ilinqual Program Form

cumantaticn of parent consultation is indicated on the BILP Form.

: 1 srovides for documentation of all the information described
rus far including:

fssesstent and Placement
Proacram Cescription
gvaluation of Progress
Consuitaticn with Parents

In 3ddition, the Form will include space for recording:

Type of Bilingual Classroom Staff available
for a2 mimirun of 3 hours per day

£1lincual Classroom
gilinqual Education Aide
Cilingual Teacher's Assistant.

and:

Pupil Information

e

School

Primary lLanguage
Grade

ERIC S
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LOS ANGELLS UNIFILD SCHOOL DISIRICT
BILINGUAL-ESL SERVICES BRANCH

ELEMENTARY BILINGUAL INDIVIDUAL LEARNING PLAN

I. ‘Blll'lflh‘nl. STATF RESOUFCE AVAILABLE (Check appropriate box)

’]g,}."q“,y Clagsroon Teacher [ —1 Bulinqua) tducalaon Alde L ___l - _]“"'P?““‘ T‘“‘"“T_Afi‘?ﬁ?"i___,- .. -

T 'i*u I IRfONIAT IO T T T T e TR e e e )

Wave __ . Scpool o _____ Primary Longuage . .. Grade _ .
—‘l"l'—l;:—'—'ASS(SS”—[:‘;;;[;K‘.-A-—-—~‘ Al T e g il Il AIT L I T I TmaIRT oI T WA R ST I I NI IISUIRTIERIT S2T OO <.

English BliL Score Date of English BIiL Testing Classification: [T luou  [_JLIMITED

Primary Language BINL Scor: __pateof Primary Language BINL Testang __ Classification: [_]nou [TJLITITED {7} fuaCrionfL []rROF1CIENT

Oral [SL Ploceeent B . . Sheove o oete

Pricary Language Keadwng Yest Scne o obte_

Math Placoment Test Seore i ate '

Primary Oral language Test . N . A Scove .. bate o .

English Reading Placement Test Sore o hate ____ .
— _{1f applicadle) ' ] e

{V. PRONGRAY DESCRIPTION (Indicate: 1. Program used, 2. Reinforcement activities to provide primary language support, and 3. Instructional tumne
datly in cach arca bLelow:)

English as a Second Language English Reading (if ‘applicable)
Primary Oral Language Development tath
Pramary Languaqe Reading Social Studies Including Mutticultural Education

[ ]
T IVACATION of eIl oS e, Stondardized [ost, Fupi) Contonua, brof1ies. Profictoncy Tests ) T TE R -
~No
< (¥4 ]
T T TEI TN LTI Tl ST IS I T TSIt STohmris.n manioTioiocn o e ---n--~-~~<~—e~-
V1. DOCUNENTATION OF COUSULTATION WITH PARFUT ' T T S T R e T RS SR AT AT A e e e
l: TC Parent Sfgrature_ . O T Vame Vist F""1Sign-in form from Parent Orrentation Meetings on file
jb i Ll . ,
m... ”m(c ufl 'ﬂ’H.PY | ,’J . . | ] Velephume Conver sation | Yhotice of faroltueat an tingeal Program mafed _—

] D T T S TR R . e Vere ey ae o f . IR
\,\Jd
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LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL CISTRICT
BILINGUAL-ESL SERVICES BRAMNCH

. Description of the Process Used to Develop - 251
-~ B1lingual Individual Learning Plans
for NES/LES Students

Form 2

The procadures below describe the BILP development process used: ,

1)

2)

Wren 1-9 NES/LES students of the same primary language are
enrollad at the same or combined grade levels and no bilingual
resource sevsonnel is available; or

:nan the parent of guardian has withdrawn the pupil from
participation in a program of bilingual instruction.

Assess—ent and Placement Procedures

Assessrent and placement tests for NES/LES students are required
in order to ensure apopropriate program design. =

in accord with the district Lau Plan and State regulations, the
follcuing is raquired:

. English lancuage BIIL
(Test of English proficiency)

. penar-ora, indivicdual diagnosis using placement tests described
in *F2 local school plan is required in the following skill areas:

. Crol English as a Second Language
. Enalish reading (when student has met criteria
for reading in English)
. i'atn in the primary language

Praogram Cescriotion

- Based on the results of tests identified above, students are placed
in programs appropriate to jdentified needs. Each school has the
ressonsibility to select the materials which most appropriately
rieet students' needs.

Pocause of the uniqueness of each school's plan, BILP Form 2 will be
used to record the following program information:

. Cescription of program and materials us~d;

. Peinforcement activities to provide primary language
support; and
Instructional time daily -

This information will be provided in the following areas:

. ESL

. English reading (if applicable)

. Math

. Social Studies including Multicultural Education

"o‘..\
-6~ OJ
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Evaluation of Pupil Progress

Pupil progress is evaluated through a variety of means including:

. District mandated standardized testing in
English, reading, and math;

. District developed continua, performance tests,
and profiles; and/or

. Teacher made assessments

Consultaticn With Parents

Parant consultation regarding the development of the BILP may take
place througn a variety of means:

. A Parent Orientation Meeting

. Individual Parent Conference

. A Home Visit

. A Telephone Conversation =

Cocumentation of parent consultation is indicated on the BILP form.

BiL? For-at

BIL? Form 2 provides for documentation of all the information described
thus far including:

. Assessment and Placement
. Program Description

. Evaluation of Progress

. Consultation with Parents

in addition, the Form will include space for recording
. Rationale for use of BILP 2

-~ tio classroom Bilingual Staff availapie or
Parent withdrawal of pupil from bilingual program

. Description of non-classroom bilingual personnel available
to provide primary. Tanguage support including:

. Itiner.unt Bilingual Education Aides and Teacher
Assistants

. Community Yolunteers

. Parent Volunteerc

. College or University Tutors

. High School Tutors

. Tutors within School

. Others




LOS ANGLLES UHIFILD SCHAOL DISIRET
AL IICUAL- ESL SERVICLS BRANCH

CLENTHTARY BIL THOUAL THOIVIDUAL LLARHING PLAN

-

| Bareat hae vithdrawn pugerd from

1. CnECr APPROPRIATE STTDATION FoR USE OF BILE 2
| jto Chassroen Bilingual Fersonnel Avatlabie h

PUPIL T9FOMCATION
Framary Language

.
tegme e B 1 15chuol o
I T asstsedat oara T T e ) )
faylaeh BiSL Seure . _ ___ Mate of Fnghish BILL Teating o Qassihicatione |-
Oral £SL Placerent Test . e Seore .
*ith Placoent Test . e SCore
Score ..

English Reading Placerent Test
(2f applicadle)
TTU4. CHECK RPFRGPRIATE BOX FOR MON C

TASSPOON BILINGUAL RESOURCE WO WILL PROVINC PRINARY LANGUAGE SUPPORT.
[":] 1tincrant Bilinqual Education Aide Parent Volunirer
7] itincrant Bilingual Teacher rssistant == College or University

[j"" Tutor within School

N
Bl rnqual Praaram of fustraction
o o brade e
fes | s
Date e
Date [
Date . _-___-___—___-| \

{

Other

[—:1_3 High School Tutor

[i’:}é(.munity Voluntcer
actlvﬂT&?]O provide

= PROCRAI TESCKIFTION (Indicate: 1.  Program used, 2. Reinforcement
daily in each area below:)

English Peading (if applicable)

Erglish as a Secona languaqe

Soctal Studies Including Multicultural Education Math
T EVALUATICN OF PUPIL PROGRESS (c.g. Standardized Test, Pupil Continua, Profiles, Proficiency Testss),
A ;_ A .
[ | R

CONSULTATION WITH PARCNT

- res-appmentei ey ——

UTTanummmnon oF

\‘ w
E lClrcnt Signature
. ¢ AP Pauntanmant

I 7| nome visit
| Telephone Conversation -~ -j Letter of explanation sent through U.s. mail
. A

o

-n-nary lan—r;:.agc sme;;rt. and 3.

lnsln:cHona—l.—lime

‘e

- e m—— - ea e

[* 7| Stgn=in form from Parent Orientatioh Mcetings on Hile
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MEMORANDLZ! NO. 5
March 14, 1980

SUSJECT: L FLFIL FOOFILE - TLEVENTARY

I. Purpose
ITI. Background
TI1. Procedures to be Followed

‘id-vear and vear-end firal report requirements to the Office for Civil Rights
necessitate collecticn of specific data on services provided to all Lau pupils.
The enclosed profile will be used to record the data for identified NES/LES
pupils. The profile will also serve to facilitate the transfer of program
information for NLS/LES pupils in the event they transfer from school to school
within the disirict.

1 a‘.,-,-r-\,.,j
P = PR

O

Data to be collected on the Lau Pupil Profile is listed on pages 59-62 and 180-
132 of tne District Lau Plan., Modifications of the process have been made
wnerever necessary data is already collected through another district process.
Dara from the pupil profile will be collected on an annual basis.

' i Ra e tatat Bial-aialiiiata) e SR SRV
N N A I e sl it —w

A. Timelire for Completion

gv May 15, 1930, a Lau Pupil Profile is to be completed for each non- and
imited-English speaker identified with the BINL. The profile is to be
continually updated as pupils meet required criteria. At a minimum, the
profile suould be revieved once each school year for any necessary additions.
A pupil profile is to be completed and filed when a new enrollee is identified
15 non- or limited-Enzliish speaking and is placed in an appropriate program.

B. Locitien of Profile

Schools are required to keep the lLau Pupil Profile in a centrally located file.
"hen the NES/LES pupil transfers from the school or when the pupil has met the
cumplaote transition criteria (see D. below), it will be necessary to remove

the Lau Pupil Profile from the central file and place it into the pupil's
cumulazive record.

C. Lau Sticker
The blue Lau sticher is to be placed on the top left hand corner of the brown

envelope which holes the cumulative record. The sticker will remain on the
cum folder envelope as long 43 the pupil is classified as NLS or LES.

RJ!:‘ a3 %

s \
0 G a.,



O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

MEHMORANDUM HO0. S -
March 14, 1980 Branch

to

- Bilingual-ESL Services
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Transition From Bilinzual Program or BILP to Enclisn-Only Program

of Instruction

Once the pupil has completed all four steps in the criteria for transition from
a bilingual program or a bilingual individual learning plan to an English-only
program of instruction, the pupil profile is to be removed from the centrally
located Lau file and placed into the cumulative record as part of the pupils'
permanent record. The Lau sticker shall then be removed from the brown cum
folder envelope.

Completion of the Lau Pupil Profile

e Lau Pup1l Profile is designed to-serve as permanent record of mandated
services provided to all identiZied non- and limited-English speakers.
vumoered items in this section correspond to rhe numcered items on the Lau
Pupil Profile fornm.

I.

LL.

III.

PUPIL IDELTIFICATION

A. Name of Stadent - enter full name of pupil.

B. ©Dirth Date -~ eater date of birth.

7. Date of Yo-e Language Survev - enter month and vear when pupil was
fdentificd on the Home Language Survey as coming from a home wnere
a languaze other than English is spoken.

D. Primary Langudge - enter the language-otner-than English identified
on the tHeme Language Survey.

C. Enzlish Proficiency Level (BIML Results)

Seore - enter pupil complexity score on the English BINWL as
reported on the BINL print-out.

wrg 5r LES ~ check () BINL classification of pupil from BINL
label found on the cumulative record or BINL
print-out Report 25. =

ASSESSUINT DATL

A. Primary Lanvuﬁqe Level (BINL Results) - enter primary language complexity
score and check (¢) appropriate classification of pupil if participating
in a bilinsual program of instruction. It is not necessary to complete
part A if the pupil is on a Bilingual Individual Learning Plan.

B. Otber Diawnustic Prescriptive Data - enter diagnostic prescriptive
placement test resules available for each NES/LES pupil this school
vear. It is not necessary to record data from tests administered in
previous school years.

MASTEIY OF SKRILLS NECESSARY BEFORE PLACLCIHEN NTO ENGLISH READING
PROGAA! (Nnglish Reading Criteria)

A. Tor Bilinzual Programs Using Roman Alphabet - enter month and vear
pupil mects criteria listed. Items under A are to be completed only
far pupils part.cipating in a bilingual program using a language
written with the Roman Alphabet.

[ X
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8. For Bilinvual Prosrams Using a Yon Roman Alphabet - enter month and

vear pupil meets criteria listed. [Items under 3 are tc be completed

only for pupils participating in a bilingual program using a language

written with an other-than-Roman Alphabet.

C. For Pupils Provided with a Bilinzual Individual Learning Plan - enter
month and vear pupil meets criteria listed. Items under C are to be
completed only for pupils en a BILP.

IV. LAU PROGRAM IMFORMATION

This section is to be completed once each school year beginning with the
spring 5f 1980.

A. Bilingual Progran Orzanizaticnal Model Coce or ILP - eatar the letter
code of the Lau organizational model which best describes the bilingual
prosram to which the NES/LES pupil is assigned.

Organizaticnal

Yodel Cuode Lau Orcanizational Mciels
A Self-Contained, single grade
i} Self-Contained, combination grades
C Team Teaching, single zrade
D Team Teaching, combination grades
f. Itinerant Teacher
F Bilingual Service School
G Cooperative School
wp F Bilingual Individual Learning Plan .

3. Clissificatien of Principal Teacher - enter the code for the principal
tvacner of the LLS/IES pupil.

Code Description of Teacher Classification

I bilingual teacher with a Bilingual-Crosscultural
Credential or a Bilingual Certificate of Competence

11 bilingual teacher at the district A or B fluency level
and possessing an approved state walver from bilingual
requirements

ITI monolingual teacher possessing an approved state waiver
from bilingual requirements

I8y principal teacher of NES/LES pupils who does not meet
bilingual requirements, or does not possess an approved
state waiver

Y monolingual teacher team teaching with a cléss I or II teacher.

C. Bilincual Aide Available in Classroom - enter a check (/) if an aide,
bilincual 1n thue language of the pupil, is assigned to the classroom 1nd
provides primary language support.

ERIC -
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v. CRITERIA FCR TRANSITION FROM BILINGUAL PROGRAM OR IL™ TO ENGLISH-ONLY 257
PROCRAM OF INSTRUCTION

Enter a chieck (Jﬁ in front of the number of edach step in the criteria as
1t is completed.

In addition:

1. Enter mouth and year the tcacher judges the pupil will success-
fullv continue his or her educarional preogress in an all-£nglish
pregram of instruction.

-

2%

Cnter BIYL classification results {LES, FES, PES,), Date, and Score
for pupil tested with the BINL for transition. When pupil achieves
FES or PES, step 2 is complete.

3. Enter name of standardized test and date pupil achieved at or above
the 16tn percentile in English reading and math in English.

4. No addictional information needed.
1. DARCNT CONSULTATION TOR PUPIL PLACEMENT (complete as appropriate)
A. Dite Parcnt Informed of Pupil Placement in Bilirngual program - enter
the monta and vear tnat the parent of identified LES/LES pupil was

informed in person or by mail that the pupil was placed in a
bilinzual program. (See Lau Plan pp. 173-176).

f. Date Parant Jiswrew Pupil from Bilincual Progra= - enter month and
vedr parent 1l ;niture was obtalned vithdrawing tae pupil from the
biliagual praosram.

C. Date of Pirent Consultation on Individual Learning Plan - enter month
Znd wear pareat was consulted on the development of pupil Individual
Learning Plan.

1. IDENTIFICATION GF RESIDENCY STATUS (Residency refers to school of Residence,
not immigration status) To be completed once each school year £ e
pupil.

A. TFater 1 check (o) under the appropriate grade level if the NES/LES
supil is 1a attendance at the regular school of residence.

8. T[nter the appropriate code in the box under the pupil's grade level,
it applicable:

Code Code

ALT - Alternative School CLUS - Cluster

PuT - Permits with Transportation MID - Midsite

MAG = facnet School OTHER - Specify type in box
PAIR - Pair

1f -ou have a nee! for further assistance, please contact vour Area Bilingual
Sivisor or the oili:ual-£SL Services Branch at A25-6743.

\PPROYED: JOHN F. LLON, Associate Superintendent

Q
ERICtsTrIBUTION: Clementary Schools .
- Area Offices N




LOS ANGELES UMIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
BILINGUAL=ESL SERVICES BRANCH

CLENFRTARY FORM 1 ELLHENTARY AU PUPLL PROFILT FOPM TOR’
NON AND LIMI'TLD LNGL1SI SPLCAKLRS

1. PUPIL 1DCHTIFICATION

A.  Hame of Student 8. Birth Date _

LAST FIRST 7, Mootk T HoiTi DA YRR T
C. Date of Home Lanwuaqe Survey D. Primary Languaqe
MAHTH YEAR
E. {A’Ll St PROFICIENCY Level (PINL Rcsults) Score o nes) Hion Enql\sh Speaker L (LES) Ltntted English Snrakor

I11. MASTERY OF SKILLS NECESSARY BEFORE PLACCHENT INTO
1. ASSESSHENT DATA ENGLISH READING PROGRA'I

(English Reading Criteria)

A. Primary Lanquage Level (BINL Results) Score __
Check Classification: Hon primary lanjquaqe speker A. For Bilingual rrograms Using Roman Alphabet:
. Limted primary language speaker 1. Completion of Level 11 Skills
DATE H-200+ as measured by €07 on hnreuo
Functional primary language speaker Test.
Proficient primary age speaker
P y language spea 2. Completion of decoding skills and

DATE  basic comprehension 1n primary
language reading as measured by

8. Other Diagnostic Prescriptive Data: Complete as Applicable

] '”TTET’KT"YEST UstD

APEA OF RFSULTS OF ASSESSHCNT

XS RN Dol Stk Bt Do Sl St SO0 RO OO S I S R D B. For B1lingual Prograns Using a fon furin Alphabet
Primiry Lang.
ﬂvndnng ' -Literate Speaker
JTest lised I R R R U D . 1. Teacher Judpes puptl has completrd
'Seare ’ ’ TUDPATET T Englash Reating Peadiness S) s

Mith in Poaary -Tihiterate Speaker

Lanauagn
" 1. Co pletsan af Level 1 shills of H-200
_Yest Uset b | e e el N DAYE 7T as weasured by Mrono Test,
Score
=i -z R e EETE A I ER-S e " 2. Teacher Judars pup] has cevpleted
Nrad LSL ' TTAlL T T faahash Peading Readine.s Skalls.
|

Test Used ' N

€. for Pupils Picvided wnth 3 filyngnl fedividnld
Learning Plan

Score
: \ o ) ) - i oletron of Lewel 1 Shlls of i=luge
} ) 1. CU' ple
Englrsh Reading Y TShATLTTT s neasured by Porene Test
Test Uned )
Q ™l e — B D s st IR :l 2. . Yeacher judges pupmil s comploted™)
[EIQ\L(: score ‘| DATE ™™ English Peading Racdiness Skills. Sq
- — 1

- .- - e e ma e - e — e PR
. N - (.'-
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LAU PUPIL PROFILE

(Pag.: 2)

Pugo 2 o

1v.

v.

O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

LAU PROGRAIt INFORMATINN

——

1T OF 18QUIRY

DESCRIPTICH CODE

v’ 1 2 3

A 5 €

or Itf

(I-1v)

Classroom

Bilinaual o wran
Orjanizitional
Hodel Code (A-G)

Jlassification of
Prancipal Teacher

Dilinoual Avde
Available in

CRITERTA £02 TRANSITIN'G FROH BILINGUAL PROGRAY OR [LP TN ENGLISH-ONLY
PROGRAY OF INSTRUCTION

1.

ro

Teachers judnes asupil will successfully continué educational
proqress in all English Program of fnstruction

RINL classificytron far Transilion

15t Attenpt.

Date .

2nd Attempt:
Date

BItL Classification
Score

Bint Classification

Scor e

TTTomiE T

Student achipves at or alove 16th percentile on:

Stamtardrzed Peading Test

Standardi2ed tath Test _

_Date
Date

Lacal administrator 1n consultation with teacher(s) and

parent decides that pumi]l have met above criteriy amf my

placed an an all-Cnglish progream of instiuction,

wn

vi.

Vil

m

RESINRLRCY STATUS

PARENT CONSULTATION FOR PUPIL PLAUENENT
{Conplete as appropriate)

Date Parent Inforr.ed of Pupil Placcment in

Bilinaual Progsan

DAL

Date Parent Withdrew Pupt) from Bilingual

Program

pAIl”

A}

Pate of Parent Consultation on [ndividual

Learning Plan

IDENTIFICATION OF PESIDENCY STATUS

TYPE OF RESICEICE

2 3 4 5 6

Student is in
flaqular School

of Residonce
{Ind1cate mthV)

Stident s
participating

{Indreate [ypp)

e am fonm e jemmcme—) — -4 e

JEEDRpS RN Py IR
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MENORANDLYM NO. 6
: March 14, 1980

N

SUBJECT: LAU S7'08' Sesmres - el

;e
cC T A

1. Purpose

I1. Background
.III. Procedures to be Followed

f. BLRPIIE

report requirements to the Office for Civil Rights
necessitate collection of "specific data on services provided to all Lau students.
The enclosed profile will be used to record the data for identified NES/LES
students. The profile will also serve to facilitate the transfer of progranm

information for NES/LLS students in the event they transfer from school to school

within the district. _

Mid-vear and vear-end final

-

f1. ZACATROLND

Student Profile is listed on pages 59~-62 and 130-
Modifications of the process have been made

y collected through another district process.

1 be collected on an annual basis.

Data to be collected on:the Lau
182 of the District Lau Plan.

wherever necessary data is alread
Dara fre- the student profile wil

Pri, =2hTITURET TO ZE TTLLGAED

P

A. Timeline for Completion

1980, a-Lau Student Profile is to be completed for each non- and
limited-Cnglish speaker identified with the BINL. The profile is to be
continually updated as students meet required criteria. At a minimum, the
profile should be raviewed once each semester.for any necessary addicious.

A student profile is to be completed and filed when a new enrollee is
ideatified as non- or limited-English speaking and/or is placed in an appro-

priate progran.

By lay 13,

-

B. Location of Prerile

Schools are required to keep the Lau Student Profile in a centrally located

“hen the NCS/LES student transfers from the school, or when tha
sequence of skills, it will be necessary
from the central file and place it into

file.
student has conpleted the mandated
to remove the Lou Student Profile
the student's cunulative record. (See D below.)

C. Lau Sticker

The rold Lau sticlker is to be placed on the top left hand corner of the brown

[+
envelone which holds the curnulative record. The sticker will remain on the

cun folder envelope as long as the student is classified as NES or LLS.
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D. Transition Irom ESL Program or BILY? to Recular Program of Instruction

Once the student has mastered the skills taught at the ESL Advanced Level B
or Level IV, as measured by the District ESL Proficiency Tests, and is
elizible for a program of all regular classes, that student is no longer

to be considered a LES student. The student profile is to be removed fron
the centrallv located Lau file and placed into the cumulative record as
part of the students' permanent record. The Lau sticker shall then be

renoved freom the brown cum folder envelope.

T. Comnletion of the Lau Student Profile

The Lau Stulent Profile is designed to serve as permanent record of mandated
services provided to all identified non- and limited-English speaxers.
sumsered items in this section correspond to the numbered items on the Llau

Student Profile form.
I. STUDENT IDCUTITICATION -

A. lame of Student - enter full name of student.

8. Tireh Date - enter date of birth.

me Lancuage Survev - enter month and vear when student
“ied on the Home Language Survey as coming from a hore
nzuage ot.er-than-English is spoken.

C. Date of ilo

anzuage - enter the language other-than-English identified

~a Language Survey.

|5
on t.ae ¢

T. “a-lish Proficiency Level (BINL Results)

Sscore - enter student complexity score on the English
BINL as reported on the BINL print-out.

S or LIS - check () BINL classification of student from
BIVL label found on the cumulative record or

3INL print-out Report 25.

IT. ASSLCGULHT DATA

at student has never attended scheol in

g-dene records indicate th
tr

1
15 country - enter a check W) :

under Yos - if student has never before attended school in
the United States

~ if student is enrolling from another school in
the United States

%1€ oy 1s checked, Section B (below) may be skipped.

student has participated ia:

under .0

Stdont rocords indicate that

[
.

1. tonslish Reading Program - enter check W:

under Yes - if student has been provided a formal
program of reading instruction

has not yet been provided a formal

Q under No - if student d
ERIC - program of English reading instruction. .
B o] , ‘
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2. Socizl Studies Program - enter a (v) 262

under Yes - if student has participated in a Social Studies
programe;; any grade level in this country.

under No - if student has not been provided Social Studies
in this country.

C. Proaran Placement Data - complete as applicable

1. Primarv Language Literacy - enter date of test and score
acnicved on CTBS Espariol - Level C. This item is applicable
for Spanish-speaking students who have:

a. never attended school in this country, (Item iI. A.), or

b. never been provided a formal progranm of English reading
(Item II. B. 1.)

2. English As A Second Language - enter approuimate date and
rosults of initial District ESL Placement Test. This item is
applicable for all students identified as NES/LES.

3. Math Computation - enter approximate date and test results of
math placement test. This item is applicable for any NES/LES
student for whom a math class is required. (See Sections IV
and v of Profile.)

III. PARENT/STUDLNT CONSULTATION

A. Darent Informed of Student Placement in Bilingual Program - enter
~onth and year that parent of identified NES/LES student was inforned
in person or by mail of student placement in the Lau Bilingual
Program., (See Lau Plan pp. 173-176.)

3, Parent Withdrawal of Student from Bilingual Program - enter month
and year parent signature was obtained withdrawing student from the
Lau Bilingual Irogram.

C. Parcnt/Student-Consultation on Individual Learning Plan - enter proo:f
of consultation with parent and student on Individual Learning Plan.
To be completed for any NES/LES student for whom appropriate Lau
Program is not provided due to lack of sufficient numbers of 'students
warranting full program.

=OTI: This section may also be used for all NES/LES students to
record proof of consultation with parent and student on
state-required Bilingual Individual Learning Plan (BILP).
Enter parent and student signature if possible. Tf parent
signature is not attainat’2, enter best proof of consultatich
available. :

IV. BILINGUAL PROGRAM INFORUATION: CHECK AS APPROPRIATE

Section IV is to be completed only for those identified NES/LES students
for whon a Lau Bilingual Program is requivced.

Ty s
N h
L XV
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Use a check () to indicate services provided to a student participating
in a full Bilingual Program.

Use the (X) to indicate services provided to a student without pre-
requisite skills, not participating in a full Bilingual Program due
to lack of sufficient numbers of such students.

1. Class Provided - enter the appropriate mark (¥ or X) next to each
of the required classes provided to the student pursuant to the
Lau Plan.

2. ESL Teacher - enter the appropriate (Vor X) if the teacher teaching
the required class meets district requirements for an ESL teacher.

3. Bilincual Teacher - enter the appropriate mark wor X) if the
teacher teaching the required class is bilingual in the language
of the student.

4. Bilin=mual Aide - enter the appropraite mark (or X) if an aide,
bilingual in the language of the student, is ascigned to the class
and provides instruction in the primary language.

5. Bilin-oual Tutor/Volunteer - enter the appropriate mark (/or X) if
7 tutor or volunteer, bilingual in the language of the studenc,
provides primary language support in the class.

CrITERLY TOR TRANSITION FROM BILINGUAL PROGRAM OR ILP TO ESL PROGRAM
Or IuSTRUCTION

Section V is to be completed only for students requiring a Lau Bilingual
Progran.

rater a check (W7 in front of the number of each step in the criteria
as it is completed.

In addition:
1. ECnter -oath and year teacher judges student has achieved basic
literacv level in the primary language as a result of skills achieved

in the Primary Language Communication Skills Class.

2. [Cater date and score of literacy test. When student passes test,
step 2 is co, lete.

3. No additional information needed.
¢
LSL PROGRAS! INFORIATION: CHECK A3 APPROPRIATE
Section V( is to be completed for NES/LES students requiring a lau ESL
Prosram. Conplete as necessary to indicate those services provided

besinniny with this school year (1979-80). It is uot necessary to
indicate those classes provided in previous school years.

se a () to indicate services provided to student participating in a
Lau CSL Program.
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Use an (X) to indicate services provided to a NES/LES student not
nrovided a fuil LSL program due to lack of sufficient numbers to
warrant such a prozran.

1. Class Provided - enter the appropriate mark (v or X) next to
each of the required classes provided to the student pursuant
to the Lau r.an.

2. ESL Teacher - enter the appropriate mark (Vor X) if the teacher
teaching the required class meets district requirements for an
ESL teacher. -

3. Bilincual Teacher - enter the appropriate mark (Vor X) if the
teacher tecacning the required class is bilingual in the language
of the student.

4. Bilin~ual JMide - enter the appropriate mark (vor X) if an aide,
bilingual in the language of the student, is assigned to the
class and provices instruction in the primary language.

5. 3Bilir-cual Tutor/Yolunteer - enter the appropriate mark {”or X)
T7 a1 tutor or volunteer, bilingual in the language of the student,
provides prinary language support in the class.

VII. 2.SITION TROM ESL PROGRAM TO REGULAR PROGRAM

\. Data student corpleted ESL Advanced B or Level IV Skills as
—easured b District ESL Course Criterion Reverence Tests -
gntor montn and reer.

VvIZI.  IDENTITICATION OF RESIDENCY STATUS (Residency Refers to School of
Residence, net Irmigration Status) To be completed once each school
year for eacn ES/LLS pupil.

A. Cater a check () under the appropriate grade level if the
“LS/LCS pupil is in attendance at the regular school of

residence.

Cnter the appropriate code under the student grade, if applicable:

(>}

Code
ALT - Alternative School
puT - Permit with Transportation
AT - Magnet School
PAIR - Pair
CLUS - Cluster
1D - Midsite
OTHER - Specify type in box

1f wou have a need for further assistance, please contact your Area Bilingcual
dslsor or the silinzual-=2sL Services Branch at 625-6743.,

APPROVED: JOHN F. LLOY, Associate Superintendent

@  DISTRIBLTION: Secondary Schools
[ERJ!: Arca Offices

B o] e
LY



LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
BILINGUAL-ESL SERVICES BRANCH

. ‘ MEMORANDUM NO. 7 267
(’ - April 8, 1980

SUBJECT: RESOLUTICN OF ALLEGED MON-COMPLIANCE 1SSUES BY
THE CFFICE FOR CIVIL RIGHTS

I. Purpose

I7. Background
III. Procedures to be Followed
IV. Available Assistance

PURPOSE

Procedures to be followed and documentation to be preparad by school
administrators of schools alleged to be in non-compliance with the District's
Lau Plan requirements by the Office for Civil Rights are identified in this
memorandum. ' =

BACKSRCLND :

The Office for Civil Rights has completed its analysis of data which was
developed at the local school fgvel in order to determine the eligibility of
the district to receive ESAA funds for the 1980-81 school year. As a result
of their analysis, 238 schools have been alleged to be in non~compliance with
the district's Lau Plan requirements. The district has been informed by the
Office for Civil Rights that they must receive written assurances and docu-
mentation from the district by May 15, 1980, that all alleged non-compliance
issues in the 238 schools identified by the Office for Civil Riglts have been
resolved or will cease to exist by September of 1980. TFailure to address all
concerns identified will result in the districts forfeiting its rights to )
ESAA funds for the 1980-81 school year. The district has determined that it
will comply with the request from the Office for Civil Rights.

ROCECURES TO 22 FOLLOWED

1. School administrators involved will attend area meetings to receive
iistructions and materials relevant to the resolution of the alleged
non-compliance issues.

2. Specific issues of non~compliance will be jdentified at the area meetings.

3. School administrators will complete a draft copy of the data pages and
letter of resolutioh in terms of:
{
a. issues already. resolved
b. 1issues be resolved during the cugrent semester
c. 1issucs be resolved by September, 1980.

htors will meect with central office personnel at a time
by the area office prior to May 2nd to review the draft
data pages and letter of resolution,

4. School adninist
to be deternine
versions of th

336-330

Vi
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School administrators are to prepare three copies of the final versions
of tne data pa-es and letter of resolution. One copy of each document is
+0 be sent to the Area Superintenaent and one copy of each document is to
be sent to the Bilingual-ESL Services Branch by May 7, 1980.

AVAILABLE ASSISTANCZ

1.

A list of stratesies developed by the Bilingual-ESL Services Branch that
may be utilized DY school administrators in their resolution procedures is
provided.

A sample letter of resolution developed by the Bilingual-ESL Services Branch
which may assist school administrators in their resolution procedures is
provided. )

Bilingual advisors assigned to the area office will be available to assist
school administrators upon request. =
Personnel from the Bilingual-ESL Services Branch will be availab¥e on a
scheduled basis to review draft versions of the data pages and letter of

resolution.

¢!

For assistance, please call rour Area Bilingual Advisor or the Bilingual-ESL Services

Branch at b25=-h743,

APPROVED:

JOit! F. LICH, Associate Superintendent

DISTRIZUTION: Principals of Selqcted Schools

Area Superintendents
Dircctors of Instruction

\edg
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LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
Office of the Associate Superintendent (Leon)

- MEMORANDUM NO. 10
January 30, 1980

COMPREHENSIVE TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS (CTBS) FOR NES/LFS SECONDARY

STUDENTS

1. Background
II. Purpose

I11. Procedure

I. Béckground

Instructions in previous years indicated that any studént in ESL classes
fur more than half of a minimum school day was tested with CIBS at the
discretion of the school principal or his designate,

-

II. Purpose , )

State Department of Education regulations necessitate a further
clarification of NES/LES students to be tested with the CTBS in English.

III. Procedure

JUNIOR HIGH

Test Administration

A1l students enrolled in ESL classés at the Advanced A or
Advanced B levels during the time of the testing period are
to be given the CTBS, English, at the test level appropriate
to their grade level.

Exemptions

A1l students enrolled in the Beginning level or the Intermediate
level during the time of testing are exempted from CTBS, English
testing.

SENIOR HIGH

Test Administration

A1l students enrolled in ESL classes at the ESL III or IV levels
during the testing period are to be given the CTBS, English, at the
test level appropriate to their grade level.

Exemptions

A1l students enrolled in an ESL level I or II class during the
testing period are exempted from CTBS, English.

If there are any questions, please call your area advisor or the Bilinqual/ESL

Services Branch at 625-6743.

APPROVED:

JOHN F. LEON, Associate Superintendent

[ I
(W R



INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE
" Los AnGeLss UNtreD ScHoor Districr 270

Principals/Program Coordinators Date October 11, 1979

Victor Signorehw

HOME LANGUAGE SURVEY ‘NON-VERBAL)

Enclosed you will finc, the appropriate number of Hame Language Surveys
that correspond with the number of pupils in the various handicap
categories at vour school. Please follow the following procedures:

1. Only those students in the following handicap categories will
be given this survey to take home and have their parents sign

and return.
Aphasia ME (Includes Deaf ‘Blind)
Autistic ™R (all)
DCH Other MNon-Verbal, (Specify

. Handicap)
Deaf & Hard of Hearing .

2. Every student in the above listed handicap categeries must
receive a Hame Language Survey Non-Verbal.

This is a new form and even if the student already has cne of
the other Hame Language Survey on file he/she must still receive
this one.

Please note that the surveys are color coded according to handicap
category.

3. Once returned to the school, signed by parent Cr guarcian, note
the possible responses.

a. if Bnglish is the only language listed, rlease place the
campleted sygvey in the student's cum folder.

b. if another language other than Inglish is listed, please
rabulate ana place the total on the Summary Sheet attached
under the corresponding handicap category

\

K of) ~ , s’ 2 - . - - .
Tae Savdscon 28 Sgrziad Zducatiin --
’
'1
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102U $8X 3y MAMCLT A ZGVICALL U LALIRI WwlEn 2xc et nad nR2ds
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Principal/Program Coordinators -2~ October 11, 1979

List the names of those students and their handicap category 271
whose Home Language Survey (Non-Verbal) showed another language
other than English on the attached School Record Form (TAN )

and keep at your school for future reference. The schocl Record
Form will help determine the number of Parent Interview Forms

and Observational Checklists reeded for your school. Once counted
and listed place the completed Home Language Survey in the stucents
file.

If the first survey sent hame is lost or not returned, you may
send another one taking care to send the appropriately color
coded Home Language Survey. Under no circumstance is the teacher

" or samecne else at your school to fill out the survey for the

student.

If after sending the survey hame two or three times it is still
not returned,. signed by the parent or guardian, please count the
student on the enclosed Surmary Sheet under the appropriate
handicap category and also list the studenc cn the sheet ycu are
xeeping for the school records.

By November 9 all Home Language Surveys and Summary Sheets should
be completed. Please submit the Summary Sheet with total number
of students to:

Ricardo Scsapavon
H-113
Division of Special Zducation

Your school/prngram will receive further instructions concerning
procedures for the Parent Interview Form and Observational Checklist.

If you have any questions please call Ricardo Sosapaven at 625-6729

Thank you for your cooperaticn in this matter.

rof

-

"'l -




272
HCME LANGUAGE SURVEY (NON-VERBAL) SUMMARY SHEET

In the cut oif section helow please write the number of nandicapped students
wiCse Hawe Language Survev (non-vertal) shosed another language other than
English.

Exarple: 1if a total of three autistic children at your school returned their
Home Language Survey showing another language other than English please write 3
in the space provided next to Autistic at the bottcm of the page.

All programs on Special Education canpuses will be the responisbility of the
Centrzi Office. All programs on regualr school campuses will be the respensibility

of the Procram Office.

- AR e e Mm@ W D e e S an En En e Er G an B EE e e n n an  Em, A AR G G Gp AAGR D Gn W we = MmO

(PLEASE DETRCH)
SCEOCL,
PRLNCIPALS SIGNATURE
APHASIC MULTIEADICAPPED
AUTTSTIC _ CEAF/BLLND
DCH ™R
CEAF & ‘ OTHER NON-VEPRAL
HARD CF HEARDG PLEASE SPECIFY HANDICAD

;ef:.:.;:;.;c ~icardo Sosapavon, by November 10, Division of Swocial Zdication,

Ly .

A Wy




POTENTIAL NES/LES STUDENTS SCHOOL RSCORD FORM
DIVISION OF SPECIAL EDUCATICM ) 273

- List only those students whose Home Language Survey(ncn-verbal) showed

another language other than English.

“LANGUAGE LISTZD
NAME (other than =nglish) Handicap
) A

THIS fORM IS TO REMAIN AT YCUR SCHOOL.

faey s



Date

ENGLISH

HOME LANGUAGE SURVEY
( APIASIC)

School

Teacher

.
:

The California Education Code requires.schools to determine the langubgéré) spoken at home by each student.
This information Is essential In order for schools to provide meaningful instructlon for all students.

Vour cooperation in helping us meet this Important requirement is requested.
and have your son/daughter ' return thls form to'his/her teacher.

Name of student:

Last - -v,s o Flrst

Middle A
R : ' '
1. Which language (i.e., Spanish) was the child first cxposed to?
2. ' Which language did_the‘child first respond to?

Describe how child reSpondéd:

3. Describe how child presently makes his needs known:

Please answer the followling questions
Thank you for your help,

Grade

4., Name the language most frequently used by the child's out-of-school caretaker.

Division of Special Education
Los Anneles Unified School District -

O ‘ fyey -
FRIC G

IToxt Provided by ERI

Signature of Parent or Guardian




ESPANOL
Fecha Escuela

Maestro(a)

ESTUDIO DEL IDIOMA DEL HOGAR ' : . - §
; ;¢ (APHASIC) C e e S

i

'4 s . ‘ ' )
- . El Codigg de Educacion de California requicre que las escuelas determinen el idioma que se habla en el hogar .
de cada estudiante. Esta informacidn es esenclal para que las escuelas puedan proporcionar Instruccion significativa
a todos los estudiantes. :

Le pedimos su cooperaclon en ayudarnos a cumplir este reqisito importante. Por Favor conteste las siguientes preguntas
Yy haga que su hijo o hija devuelva esta forma a su maestro. Graclas por su ayuda,

e .,
Nomabre del alumno: )

Apellido ] Primero Segupdql ¢ .4 w1ty . . Grado + ., Edad . .

4
l. A que idioma fue’expuesto primero el nino?

/ -
2. A qué idioma respondio el nino primero?

. ' -
Describa como respondio el nifo:

- . . .

3. Describa como el niho hace saber sus necesidades: . R

-y

- T ‘ S »
I, Nombre el idioma mas frequentemente usado por la persona que cuida el nino afuera de la escucla: i

Division de Educacicn Especial

Districto Escolar Unificado de
© ".0s Angcles Firma del padre o Tutor
. ERIC

o o 1y
LRV

LN
[




EMGL I SH Sghool
HOME LANGUAGE SURVEY Teacher

( AUTISTIC )

/

The California Education Code requires schools to determine the language(s) q%oken at home by cach student.
This information is essential in order for schools to provide meaningful insfruction for all students.

four cooperation in helping us meet this imps tant requirement s recquested, Please answer the following questions
and have your son/daughter return this form to his/her teacher. Thank you for your help.

Name of student:

Last ‘ First Middle , ) Grade

N
S—

1. Which language (i.e., Spanish) was the child first exposed to?

\ el N
2. Wnich language did the child first respond to? d

s Describe how child responded:

3. Describe how child presently makes his needs xnown:

e

b, Name the language most frequently used by the child's out-of~schocl careataker.

\

division of Special Education
Ltos Anneles Ynified School District
)

9/¢

!‘: ‘ »
L

Signaturc of Parent or Guardian
41
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»

ESPANOL

Fecha 7b Escuela

Maestro,a)

ESTUDIO DEL IDIOMA DEL HOGAR
(AUTISTIC)

7/
El Codigo de Educacidn de California requiere que las escuelas determinen el idioma que se habla en eb hogar
de cada estudiante. Esta Informacidn es esenclal para que las escuelas puedan proporcionar instruccidn significativa
a todos los estudlantes.

Le pedimos su cooperacion en ayudarnos a cumplir este reqisito Importante. Por favor conteste las siguientes preguntas
y haga que su hijo o hija devuelva esta forma a su maestro. Graclas por su ayuda,

Nomabre del alumno;

Apellido Primero Segundo Grado tdad
1. A qué idioma fue’expuesto primero el nino?
2. A que idioma respondio’ el nifo primero? -

’ V-
Describa como respondio el nifo:

3. Describa como el nifo hace saber sus necesidades:
4, Nombre el idioma mas frequentemente usado por la persona que cuida el nifho afuera de la escuela: .
N
~J
~
Division de Educacion Especial 3
Districto Escolar Unificado de N

O os Angeles ' Firma del padre o Tutor

4

r
“..4 o}




et EMGLISH School
HOME LANGUAGE SURVEY Tcacher
(Da

The Califcrnia Education Code requires schools to determine the language(s) spoken at home by each student.
This information is essential in order for schools to provide meaningful instruction for all students.

Your cooperation in helping us meet this impo ‘tant rcquircment is requested. Please answer the following questions
and have your son/daughter return this form to his/her tcacher. Thank you for your help.

Name of student: ) -
Last Flrst Middle Grade Age

1. Which language (i.e., Spanish) was the child first exposed to?

‘2. Which language did the child first respond to?

describe how child responded:

3. Describe how child presently makes his nceds known:

4L, MName the language most frequently uscd by the child's out-of-school carctaker.

Division of Spccial Edhcatlon
Los Anneles Unified School District

8.

N

-
N

-~
-
-
]
i
LR

Signature of Parent or Guardian




! ESPANOL
Fecha Escuela

Haestro(a)

ESTUDIO OCL 1DIOMA DEL HOGAR
(DCH)

‘e .’ . . . .
El Codigo de Educacidn de California requiere que las escuclas determinen el idioma que se habla en eL hogar
de cada estudiante. Fsta informacidn es esencial para que las escuelas puedan proporcionar instruccidn significativa
a todos los estudiantes.

Le pedimos su cupperacidﬁ en ayudarnos a cumplir este reqisito importante. Por favor conteste las siguientes preguntas
y haga que su hijo o hija dcvdéixf esta forma a su maestro. Gracias por su ayuda,

Nomabre del alumno:
Apellido Primero Segundo Grado Edad

’ , » . o
1. A que idioma fue expuesto primero el nino?

’ . ! , -
2. A que idioma respondio el niho primero?

. ’ .-
Describa como respondio el nifo:

3. Describa como el nino hace saber sus necesidades:

Iy, Nombre cl idioma mas frequentemente usado por la persona que cuida el nifio afuera de la cscuela:
’ N
~
w
Division de Educacion Especlal “r g
Districto Escolar Unificado de Coa s
Los Angeles Fi-ma del padre o Tutor

P
/A
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e - ’ ’ ESPANOL

Fecha Escuela -

Maestro{a)

ESTUDIO DEL IDIOMA DEL HOGAR

(DEAF & HARD OF HEARING)

’ . ! . . . . R
El Codigo de Educacion de California requiere que las escuelas determinen el ijdioma que se habla en eb hogar
. . . 2 . . . . .
de cada estudiante., Esta informacidn es esencial para que las escuclas puedan proporcionar instruccion significativa
a todos los estudiantes.

Le pedimos su cuoperacion en ayudarnos a cumplir este regisito importante. Por favor conteste 1as siguientes preguntas
y haga que su hijo o hija devuelva esta forma a su maestro. Gracias por su ayuda.

Nomabre del alumno:

Apellido Primero Segundo Grado Edad
1. A qué idioma fue’expueslo primero el nino?
2. A que idioma respondio el niho primero?

. - l - -
Cescriba como respondio el nifo:

3. Describa como el nino hace saber sus nececsidades:
b, Nombre el idioma mas frequentemente usado por la persona que cuida el nifio afuera de la escuela:
N
o0
o
Division de Educacion Especlal S
. . L
Districto Escolar Unificado de
105 Angeles Firma del padre o Tutor




Date EMGLISH School

HOME LANGUAGE SURVEY Tcacher
(DLAF & HARD OF HiARING)

The California Education Code requires schools to determinc the lanquage(s) spoken at home by ecach student.
This information is essential in order for schools to provide meaningful instruction for all students.

our cooperation in helping us meet this important recquirement is rcquested. Please answer the following questions
and have your son/daughter return this form to his/her tcacher. Thank you for your help.

Name of student: -
Last First Middle Grade Age

1. Which language (i.e., Spanish) was the cnild first exposed to?

2. Which language did the child first respond to?

Describe how child responded:

3. Describe how child presently makes his needs known:

k. Name the language most frequently used by the child's out-of-school carctaker,

Division of Spccial Lducation rO
Los Anneles Unified School District '_03
N

Signature of Parent or Guardian




Date ENGLISH Scheol

HOME LANGUAGE SURVEY . Tecacher
(IH)

The California Education Code requires schools to determine the language(s) spoken at home by each student.
This information is essential in order for schools to provide meaningful instruction for all students.

‘our cooperation in helping us meet this important requirement is requested. Plcase answer the following questions
and have your son/daughter return this form to his/her teacher. Thank you for your help.

Name of student: - -
Last First Middle , Grade Age

1. Which language (i.e., Spanish) was the child first exposed to?

2.  Which language did the child first respond to?

Describe how child responded:

3. Describe how child presently makes his needs known:

4, Name the language most frequently used by the chlld's out-of-school caretaker,
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Fecha Escuela
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Maestro(a)

ESTUDIO DEL IDIOMA DEL HOGAR |
' (MH) ‘\ k

.

El Cédlgo de Educacidn de California requiere que las cscuclas dcterminen el idioma que se habla en cl hogar
de cada estudiante. Fs informacidn es esencial para quc las escuclas puedan proporcionar instruccidn significativa
a todos los estudiantg;?h
- ‘i » [y R
Le pea.nc 1 coopefacion en ayudarnos a cumplir este reqisito Importante., Por favor conteste las siguientes preguntas
y haga que Lu hijo o hija devuelva esta forma a su maestro. Graclas por su ayuda,

[
Nomabre del alumno:

Apellido i Primero Segundo i Grado Edad

4 . ’ -
1. A que idioma fue expuesto primero el nifio? ’

’ . ! o, - .
2. A que idioma respondio el ninho primero?

. ’ -
Describa como respondio el nifo:

Describa como el nino hace saber sus necesidades:

h, Nombre el idioma mas frequentemente usado por la persona que cuida el nifio afuera de la escucla: .
)
— o0
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Date. EMGLISH . School

HOME LANGUAGE SURVEY Teacher
( TMR)

The Callfornla Education Code requires schools to determine the language(s) spoken at home by each student.
This informatlon is essential In order for schools to provide meantiiyful Instruction for all students.

Your cooperatlon In helping us mect this important requirement Is requested. Please answer the following questions
and have your son/daughter return this form tu his/her tecacher. Thank you for your help.

Name of student: - _ -_—
Last Flirst Middle Grade Age

1. Which language (I.e., Spanish) was the child first exposed to?

2. Which language did the child first respond to?

Describe how child responded:

3. Describe how child presently makes his nceds known:

b, Neme the language most frequently used by the child's out-of-school carectaker.
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Escuela

Maestro(a)

ESTUDIO DEL IDIOMA DEL IIOGAR
(TMR)

/}/7_

2 o
E! Codigo de Educacion de Callifornla requiere que las escuclas determinen el ldioma que se habla en el hogar
de cada estudlante. Esta Informacldn es esenclal para que las escuclas puedan proporclonar Instruccidn sligniflcativa
a todos los estudliantes.

/
Le pedimos su cooperaclon en ayudarnos a cumplir este reqlsito Importante. Por favor conteste las sigulentes preguntas
y haga que su hijo o hija devuelva esta forma a su maestro. Graclas por su ayuda.

Momabre del alumno:

Apellido Primero Segundo Grado ) tdad

4 ’ -
1. A que Idloma fue expuesto primero el nifo?

’ Lo -
2. A que Idloma respondio el nlho primero?

’ -
Describa como respondio e! nifo:

3. Describa como el nlho hace saber sus necesldades:

h.  MHombre el Idioma mas frequentemente usado por 1a persona que culda el nlfio afuera de la escuela:

, ’
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ENGLISA  © .. - - School

HOME LAMNGUAGE SURVEY . T . Teacher™ |

(OTHER, PLEASE SPECIFY)

The California Education Code requires schools to determine the language(s) spoken at home by each student.
_This information is essential in order for schools to provide meaningful instruction for all students.

‘our cooperation in helping us meet this important requirement is requested. Please answer the f&llowing questions
and have vour son/daughter return this form to his/her teacher. Thank you for your hglp. ‘ ’ ‘

¢ ! - !
“t
4 R

Name of student: ‘ . . ‘ - Ve
. Last <, gy~ First. - . Middle - . . “. - . .Grade ,

.
PEES »
RS T ST - -
Pt . i :
« e .

Which language (1.e., Spanish) wasithe cnild first exposed to? .

T e ,_.'..‘-_ o
Which language did the qqild:fir§t';espond to?

Describe how child reSponded:

" Describe how child presently makes his needs krown:

' . 1. 1 1

'

' k.. Name the_language;ﬁost frequengly used by the child's out;of-school

b . IR}
€
v
o . . -
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i M ESPANOL : -
Fecha ‘ ' v _ - Escuela

Maestro{a)

- . .. - ESTUDIO DEL IDIONA DEL HOGAR

AR (OTHER, PLEASE SPECIFY) .- . . .

-

’ ’ o . ‘ o .
El Codigo de Educacion de Callfornia requlere que las escuelas determinen el Idloma que se habla en eb hogar .
de cada estudlante. Esta informacidn es esencial para que las escuelas puedan proporclonar Instrucclon significativa,
a todos los estudiantes. -

'

« Lo ' . ;o
’ 3  par . i
Le pedimos su cooperacion cn ayudarnos a cumplir este reqlsito Importante. 'for favor conteste las slguientes pregunta

y haga que su hijo o hlja devuelva esta forma a su maestro. Graclas por su ayuda, ‘ .

»

IR
1
s

Nomabre del alumno: . : :
Apellido - Primero Segundo .. © . :...  Grado - Edad

’ . ’ -
1. A que idioma fue expuesto primz2ro el nifo?

’ / -
2. A que idioma respondio el nino primero?

» ’ -
Describa como respondio el nifo:

© 3. Describa como el niho hace saber sus necesldades:

o PR

L, Hombre el Idioma mas frequentemente usado por la persona que culda el nlho afuera de la escuela:
A ) zement : —_—

[8C
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INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE
Los ANnceLes Uniriep Schoor DistricT 238

Principals/Program Coordinators Date December 5, 1979
Vic Signorel‘ﬁf
PARENT INTERVIEW FORM/LAU COMPLIANCE

Attached you will find the necessary number of Parent Interview Forms
for your school. These are to be used only with the parents/guardians
of those students who listed another language other than English on
the Home Language “urvey (Non-Verbal.)

Please follow these procedures:

1. Select a credentialed person(s) to schedule the parent interview
(with the parents).

2. The interview may be done thru a home, or school visit or via
telephone.

3. The purpose of the parent interview is to attempt and determine
how much English, if any, is spoken in the home.

4, 1If it has been determined that the parent(s) speak no English,
a comunity representative or educational aide who is bilingual
in the necessary language may assist the credentialed person 1in
the interview process,

2. <ure should be taken to t.y and get a response for all Lon icews.
6. Items nine and ten are especially important.

7. At the end of the interview, the credentialed person having held
the interview is responsible for circling one of the language
background identifiers (a,b,c, or e) as well as listing the appro-
priata language in the space provided (if applicable).

8. The interviewer is then to date and sisn the form.
9, Note: The NCR key and file/send appropriaéely.

If you have any questions or concefns, please call Ricardo Sesapavon
at 625-6947.

ja
att.
"Tne Division of Special Education--
every staff member an advocate for children with ezceptional needs”
[ ) ' -
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PARENT INTERVIEW FORM

289
To Be Filled Out By A Credentialed Employee Of The Los Angeles Unified School Districti
STUDENT'S RANME: Birthdate:_ / /
ADDRESS: ) City: Zip:
STUDENT'S CU2RENT SCHOOL Area:
TUDENT'S CUPRPENT PROGRAM PLACEMENT:
STUCENT'S PLACE OF BIRTH:
STUDENT'S ECUCATICNAL BAC&GROUND
HUMBER CF YSARS STUDENT ATTENDED SCHOOL: NUHBER OF YEZRS SCHOOLED IM USA:
LOCATIO!l OF PRIOR U.S. SCHOCLING: )
LAIIGUAGE CITED Ci HOME LANGUAGE SURVEY:
LIST AMY SPSCIAL EDUCATION PROGRAM(S) 1ii @HICH STURZNT WAS Z5RCOLLED:
- *#*I7 Foster Parant(s), skip Items 4 and 5 and refer to Ite: 6.
FATHER'S 1IAMZ: - ] Telephone: ()
ADDRESS: City: Zip:
OCCURPATION:
AIEUAGE SPCHTH LANGUAGE UNOZRSTCCD:
HOTHER'S NAME: Telephone: ()
ADDRESS: City: Zip:
"OCCUPATION:
LANGUAGE SPCXEN: LANGUAGZ UMDERSTOCD:
SIBLINGS' NAME/AGE LIVING NITH.StUDENT LANGUAGE SPOXKEN  LANGHUAGE UNDERSTOGD
Yes ilo -
Yes ©  ‘lo -
Yes Mo
Yes NO
Yes NO
Yes No

g
"\I«’




P":“T INTERYIEY FORM

7. CTHER PERSONS LIVING IN THE HOUSEHOLD WITH STUDENT:

RELATIGHSHIP . LANGUAGE SPOKEN LAIIGUAGE UNDERSTOOD

8. PRIMARY CARETAKER(S) OF STUDENT QUTSIDE SCHOOL:
RELATIONSHIP: LANGUAGE SPOKEN WITH STUDENT:

S. Would the parent(s) be interested in attending a Parent Education class at their
child's school?  Yes No At another location: Yes Mo

i0. Type of class parent(s) would be interested in attending:

e 0 e D T e S 8 Y D e ey B e T S P B P B T AP e P s S T S S = e = = P - " P e W = - S = = - - -

PNTERVIEWEZR'S RECOMMENDATION:
Cn the basis of tha information provided during the parent interview, it appears that
tnis student's home language background is: (Please circle one Language Background
I¢entifier: &, b, ¢, d, e)
a. _languzge: spoken only \\
b. Languacge: spoken with sore English
c. _languajge: and English used interchargeably
d. English spoken with some _(Lanquage)
e. Predominantly English speaking
Cata: Interviewer's Sigrature:




INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE
Los AxcerLrs CiTy SCHOOLS . 291

TO: Principals/Program Coordinators Date December 5, 1979
_— .
FRO\M: Vic S1gnore11)b.’(,:

SUBJECT: OBSERVATIONAL CHECKLIST

Attached you will find the necessary number of cbservational checklists
for your schools. This count is based on the number of Parent Interview
Forms that indicated a,b or ¢ on the Interviews Recommendation section.

Please follow the following procedures for completing the observatinnal
checklist:

1. Only those students whose Parent Interview Form vere marked a,b or c
are to have an observational checklist.

2. The observational checklist is to be completed by the student's
classroom teachar.

Another teacher, aide or assistant may assist the student's teacher
in determining the results. Hovever, the classroom teacher is held

responsible for the completion of the forn.

3. The classroom teacher is also responsible for filling out the
bottom portion of the second page of the checklist.

4. Once the checklist is completed, dated and signed, note the NCR
ey and file/se.d as appropria.c.

If you have any questions or concerns, please call Ricardo Sosapavon

at 625-6947.
\
ja
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CIS=AUATIONAL CHECULIST - FC? IDENTIFICATION OF
NIS/LES EXCEPTICNAL STUPENTS

1y —t

292

fo B2 Comp’2tad Ry Tna Student's Classrooin Teacher

Birchiate

School

2 Sackground Icentifiar {a, b, ¢, d, 2) marked on this studest's Parent

Yes o
J. indicates awareness of names of objects in En nglish by pointina,
Tonking or touching.
2. Indicatas awareness ~7 namas of objects in the sec d language !
oy foiating, looking or touching. Lt
3. R2spords to simple commands (come, sit, stop, etc.) in tnglish.
4. Fespends to simple cormands in the second lanquage. !
5. iZ2ntifias Sody parts exprassed in English. B
5. ldeatifias tody sarts exprassad in the second languace. r_T
7 Loghs 2l oe mouchas T2miliar loys exprassad in English | !
1
z, i “3 = A~ TAagctL: Tamilqae - I~ vhrectod 1 £ L ~ Y T [
> L2345 1T 07 TTuCoes Trtiidae Loys expressed in th2 otres Tanguanal ‘ i
G. N2320723 U number wiords in English.
1. Paszno735 5 numbar nards in th2 second language. H
L !
11. ApP2Er3 10 TaCX auabdar corceois or recsgaition oF rote counting. !
12. Id2nzivia2s 72043 exprassed in Znglish.
13. Idantifi2s foods zzzres-24¢ in the other language. ]
12, Laughter s2ms to D2 socially appropriate.
13. Crytas 32375 1o b2 sccially appregriate.
i5. L2zrn3 229rc3riate rautin2 class benhavior.,
17. Trizc "7 inizete words in English.
19 Teins o to o dnitot2 ureds in the sacoad langaage, I
O
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PLEASE POST

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 294
Personnel Division

MEMORANDUM NO. 41
May 27, 1650
Application Deadline
June 13, 1980

SUBJECT: BILINGUAL CLASSROOM TEACHER PROGRAM -

.
I. PURPOSE _ |
II. ELIGIBILITY - -
III. INCENTIVES : |
IV. DUE DATE . <
V. PROCEDURES -

I. PURPOSE. . ST

The Bilingual Classroom Teacher PIOgram (BCTP) has been submxtted to

the Crurt in the Crawford case as one of the proposed programs for
racially isolated minority schools (RIMS) during 1980-8l. This program
is designed to meet the needs of national origin minority students who
are required by State mandate (AB 1329) to participate in Lau programs.
Objectives of the BCTP include:/ recruitment and retention of bilingual
teachers; improving the bilingual teaching and lanquage skills of both
bilingual and monolingual teaching staff; upgrading the quality of
bilingual teaching and providing additional language services to NES/LES
students at 115 eligible RIMS.

Schools designated RIMS by the District in its June 18, 1979 submission
to the Court, which were not designated Educationally Impacted Schools
(EIS) by the District for 1979-80 will be eligible for program participation
provided the schools have bilingual teachers, bilingual programs and

NES/LES pupils. While implementation ~f this program is subject to Court .
order and in part, the negotiations process, the District must proceed
with administrative steps necessary to facilitate program implementation
for 1980-81.

II.. ELIGIBILITY . -. -~ N a7 Tt

All contract bilingual teachers who éossess at least one 65 the following'
qua11f1catxons may apply for tie BCTP. .

1.'~A Bilingual/C~oss Cultural Specxaliét Credential, or

2. A Multiple Subject Credenti;liﬁith éifingual/Cross Cultural
Emphasis, or

3. A Single Subject Credent1a1 thh Bxlxngual/Cross Cultural
E phasis, or
[ )

4. A Bilingual Certificate of Competence, or
5.” An Emergency Bilingual/Cross Cultural Credential, or

6. A-level fluency on a District examination. ..

ERSC 310-37)




MCMORANDUM NO. 41 -2~ Personnel Division
May 27, 1980

795
In general, bilingual teachers currently serving at an EIS site may
not transfer to a BCTP site if the principal indicates they will
be serving in a bilingual program during 1980-31. Transfer between
BCTP sites will not be made except where such transfers will solve - ,
particular staffing problems at both schools. .
]
IIT. INCENTIVES P
Bilingual teachers who are selected to participate in the BCTP and agree
to be assigned additional duties, hours (an average of 2-3 hours per .

week) and responsibilities which assist in the improvement of curriculum,
irstruction and services to NES/LES students, will receive a -zesponsibility
salary differential. Teachers who meet all program criteria and possess

a certificate of competence or an appropriate bilingual credential will
receive a responsibility salary differential amounting to eleven (11)
percent of their base salary including career increments and degree
differentials. Teachers who meet all program criteria and possess District
identified A-level fluency in a language of need and who meet or agree

to meet state waiver requirements will receive a responsibility salary
differential amounting to five (5) percent of thier base salary including
career increments and degree differentials.

IV. DUE DATE

To be considered for placement September. 1580, all BCTP applicants are
requested to return the completed application form ¢o any Certificated
Personnel Office ho later than 5 p.m. on Friday, June 12, 1980. Applications
will be accepted after June 13. Teachers interested in BCTP assignments

in proposed Year Round Schools should return applications as soon as possible.
Applications may be obtained from Certificated Personnel Offices and the
Teacher Integration Unit, Room P-218, Administrative Offices.

V. PROCEDURES
Principals are requested to:
A. Post a copy of this memorandum.

B. Call attention to the Bilingual Classroom Teacher Program, the list
of BCTP schools and this memorandum during a faculty meeting or in
a school bulletin.

C. Make copies of this memorandum available to teachers who are eligible
and interested in applying for the BCTP.

For assistance and further information regarding the Bilingual Classroom Teacher
Program, please call .ae_Teacher Integration Unit at 625-6923 or 625-6863, or the
apcrooriate Certificated Personnel Office:

' No.th Certificated Personnel Office - 997-2451

South . e - - 515-3119
East .7 " " ~ 625-6126
West . i " - 742-7540
APPROVED: JERRY r. HALVERSON, Associate Superintendent

DISTRIBUTICN: All Schools and Offices

Q vy
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29.
30.
31.
32.
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NOTE:

brsonnel Division

Proposed Bilingual Classroom Teacher Program Schools

-3~

MEMORANDUM NO. 41
May 27, 1980

296

The following schools are proposed for inclusion in the BCTP provided they
have bilingual teachers, bilingual programs and NES/LES pupils.

Elementary
Alexandria (5) 33. 52nd Street (3)
Alta Loma (5) 34.  Fishburn (2) Y
Anbler Ave. (1) 35. Ford (6)
Amestoy (1) 36. 49th Street (3)
Annandale (7) 37. Fourth Street (6)
Annalee (1) 38. Fries (1)
Avalon Gardens (1) 39. cCardena (1)
Bandini (1) 40, Garvanza (7)
Belvedere (6) .41. Glen Alta (6)
Bridge (6) 42. Gulf (1)
Broadacres (1) 43. Hanmmel (6)
Broadway (4) 44  Harrison (6)
Brooklyn (6) 45. Hawaiian (1)
Buchanan (7) 46. Hillcrest (4)
Castelar (6)PY 47. Hoover (5) PY
Catskill (1) 48. Humphreys (6)
Century Park (3) 49. Huatington Drive (6)
Cimarron (3) 50. Hyde Park (3)
City Terrace (6) 51. La Salle (3)
Clifford (7) 52. Lane (6)
Commonwealth (5) PY 53. Leapwood (1)
Corona (2) PY 54. Lillian (2) PY
Dacotah (6) PY 55. Lockwood (7) PY
Del Amo (1) 56. Loma Vista (2) PY
Denker (1) 57. Malabar (6)
Dorris (7) : 58. Marianna (6)
Eastman (6) 59. Mayberry (7)
El Sereno (6) 60. Menlo (3)
Elizabeth (2) Y 61. Micheltorena (7)
Elysian (7) 62. Middleton (2)Y
Euclid (6) 63. Miles () Y
54th Street (4) 64. Miramonte (2)
Junior High
1. Burbank (7)
2, Curtiss (1)
3. Griffich (6)
4. TIrving (7)
5. KRing (7)
6. Nimitz (2] PY
7. Peary (1)
8. South Gate (2) PY
9, Virgil (5) pY
10. wWilamington (1)

~ Continuing Year Round Schools
- Proposed Year Round School
PYM - Proposed Year Rouand Middle Schools {(grades 6-8)

Y
Monte Vista (7)

65.

66. Murchison (6)

67. Normont (1)

68. 153rd Street (1)
69. 116th Street (3)
70. 135th Street (1)
71. Purche (1)

72. Riggin (6)

73. Rosemont (5) PY
74. Rowan (6)

75. Santa Barbara (3)
76. Santa Monica (5) py
77. Second Street (6)
78. Selma (5) PY

79. 74th Street (3)
80. Sierra Park (6)
8l. Solano (7)

82. Soto (6)

83. State (2) pY

B4. Stoner (4)

85. Towne (1)

86. Van Ness (5)

87. Vernon (2)

88. Virginia Road (5)
B89. West Athens (3)
90. West Vernon (3)
91. Westminster (&)
92. wWilmington Pk (1)
93. Wilton Place {5)
94. Woodlawn (2) py
95. Yorkdale (7)

Senior High

Banning (1)

Bell (2)

Belmont (5)
Franklin (7)
Gardena (1)
Garfield (6)
Huntington Park (2)
Los Angeles (5)
Marshall (7)

San Fernando (8)

Implementation of this program is subject to Court approval and in part,

the negot

ERIC
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